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Dear Public Laad User: 


Thank you for your continued interest in the development of a management plan for the Bully Creck 
Landscape Arca. 


As you know, this is anew an anovative approach to management at the watershed or landscape level. 
As such, your participation in the process is very valuable and | hope you will take the time to review this 
document in detail. 


The Draft Bully Creek Landscape Area Management Project (LAMP) contains the plan itself and four 
Appendices, one of which is the Environmental Assessment (EA). Three management alternatives have 
been identified, described, and analyzed in the cA as a result of public suggestions received during the 
initial planning process. Each alternative describes a different emphasis and cach addresses the Bureau's 
implementation of Standards for Rangeland Health and Guidelines for Livestock Grazing Management. 


Each of the sections within ti.c document has important and relevant material pertinent to the future 
management of natural resources in the Bully Creek Landscape area. | hope you will have the time to 
familiarize yourself with each section and understand how they interrelate to the project as a whole. 


To assist in your understanding of this document, the staff of the Malheur Resource Area will hold 
another set of public meetings during the 30 day comment period. The time and location of these meetings 
will be announced in a few weeks. | hope many of you will be able to attend and participate in one of 
these mectings. 

We would appreciate you reviewing the document and providing us with your written comments by 
August 27, 1999. If you have questions or need assis*once, please contact Tom Dabbs, Multiple Resource 
Supervisor, at (541) 473-6212. 


Thank you for your interest in the management of your public lands 
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BULLY CREEK 
LANDSCAPE AREA MANAGEMENT PROJECT (LAMP) 


INTRODUCTION 


The Bully Creek Landscape Area Management Project (LAMP) within the Malheur Resource Arca, 
Vale District, Bureau of Land Management (BLM), represents ground-level resource planning for 
These two documents are the /nterior Columbia Basin Ecosystem Management Project (\CBEMP) 
Eastside Draft Environmental Impact Statement (USDA/USDI 1997) and the draft Southeastern 
Oregon Resource Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement (SEORMP EIS) (USDUBLM 
1998b). When all phases of planning have been completed, there wi!l be three levels of planning 
documents: (1) ICBEMP covering a multi-state region, (2) SEORMP/EIS at the sub-regional level in 
southeastern Oregon, and (3) LAMP at the landscape (subbasin) level. This LAMP incorporates the 
scrence, best management practices, and intent identified in both upper levels of the broad-scale 
planning documents. The LAMP does not reiterate the findings or analysis already presented in 
those documents, but will reference pertinent sections of those documents, as necessary, for 
supporting text 


Since this LAMP precedes the final publication of ICBEMP (USDA/USDI 1997) and SEORMP/EIS 
(USDUBLM 1998b), these are not the decision documents dnving BLM’'s recommendations and 
subsequent decisions regarding management of natural resource valucs within the Bully Creek 
landscape area. As a result, the LAMP relies on the analysis of significant impacts and management 
direction and is consistent with the /ronside Managemen: Framework Plan (USDIBLM | 980a, 
1980b) and the Rangeland Program Summary (USDI/BLM 1982). This LAMP is developed only for 
public land administered by the BLM within the Bully Creek landscape area. 


1.1 Purpose and Need 


The purpose for developing the LAMP is to (1) assess ecosystem and resource values such as water 
quality and quantity and mpanan, aquatic and upland habitats on a broader watershed-based scale 
than the traditional allotment and pasture levels, (2) coordinste planning and project development 
with the Bully Creek Watershed Coalition (BCWC) and the Malhcur-Owyhee Watershed Council 
(MOWC) who have written management plans for private land within the sarne landscape area, and 
(3) address known criteria in one document to build efficiency into the planning process and focus 
lirmuted staffing and funding to on-the-ground actions. 


The need ior developing the LAMP is to comply with laws, mandates, regulations, policies and 
Executive Orders in directing multiple-use management on public land Among these directives 1s 
the need to (1) develop Water Quality Management Plans (WQMPs) and meet Oregon Department 
of Environmental Quality (ODEQ) standards for water quality (ODEQ 1997) in comphance with the 
Clean Water Act, (2) implement the Standards for Rangeland Health and Guidelines for Livestock 
Grazing Management (SRH) (USDI/BLM 1997), and (3) conduct allotmen' . aluations and address 
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livestock grazing through the Allotment Management Plan (AMP) process. In addition. several 
broad-scale planning documents (ICBEMP. SEOR MP EIS), once finalized, are expected to contain 


specific requirements for thei implementation including Subhasin Review and Fi osysiem Analysis 
at the Watershed Scale (USDA/USDI 1997) 


Table | shows the components and criteria of various plans and evaluations addressed by this 
LAMP. 


Table 1. Components and Criteria of Various Plans and Evaluations addressed in the LAMP 


WATER QUALITY ALLOTMENT EVALUATION SUBBASIN REVIEW ECOSYSTEM 
MANAGEMENT RANGELAND HEALTH ANALYSIS AT THE 
ASSESSMENT WATERSHED SCALE 
Condition A ssesement Characterize Allotments Characterize Characterize the ® mervhed 
Authorized | se the Subhesen 
Describe Curren 
Describe Current and Reference ( onditioms 
Resource ( anditions 
—_——_— i a ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee _ phim ce 
Ider fy identrfy issues at Broad and Idemtrf\) Rey byaues 
Goals Otyect: ves Standards Otyectives Issues Smaller wales and and (Ouest rms 
Suthasn \ ale 
—— ee ar << eae ae ae ae es —— ee ee ee ee ee ee ee es es es es es 
Imerdra plmary Team 
Invol.¢ Permmmees Publ Form Interagency Team Interagency Team 
Trees State Laca! 
Coovt Publ 
——_— a ae ee ee ee ee ee ee —— ee oe ee ee oe ees oe oe es os os es 
Synthesize Imerpret Data Svnthewuze 
lmerpretation of Information 
Determine if 
Rangeland Standard. 
Managemen Otyectives are Being 
Me 
Determone ( ause of 
“Non attarnmenr 
_—_—_— ee a ee ee a a ae a ae ae ee oe ee ee ee ee ee ees ee es es es es es 
Develop 8 ecommendar ions Deveiop 8 ecommendat roms 
Prormize Actry mes Prority Settung 


Source : Malheur Resource Area interdisciplinary Team, Vale District BLM. 1998 


Within the landscape area, there are |? | (improve) and M (maintain) allotments that have approved 
AMPs. The LAMP would describe new grazing schedules for these 12 allotments plus the 8 C 
(custodial) allotments within the LAMP area 


In accordance with the grazing reguiations (43 CFR 4180), BLM ts required to implement the SRH 
and Guidelines for Grazing Management as developed for Oregon and Washington (USDI/BLM 
1997) by the Southeast Oregon Resource Advisory Council (RAC). The RAC identified five 
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standards (see Table 2) that define munmmum resource condmons to be acteeved and mamtamed for 
pubbc rangelands 
Table 2. Standards for Rangeland Health 


Upland ovis eutets nfiltetee and permershelity rac. me eeture @orege and 
Gately a are apprepmaw © oe. lumate ond land! cre 


Rupenas ertiand artes ore @ peoges fu temeng Pi ae) Conde appre prey & 
owl clumaew and landiorm 


Health prwtatre and Gvere plan end anumal Pepwietions © Seater 


appecqriste te ew! . benew and landierm are aqggemed Ph eo ga prcesars of 
autem oy ling energy flew and the Py roiogn oy 


Surface © ater and grounds ster quality influemed mh egemy acteoms Complies 
wrth Saw © etry gualit) standards 


Habeats supper healiny proud tree end drveree populations amd (oomementes 
eek Sng ncn ates gr 0 apenreceen— agama pamamataaaaan 


Source : (USDI/BLM 1997) 


The Malheur Resource Area pnortized and grouped grazing allotments m the Resource Arca mio 
mine landscape arcas based upon resource issues, conditions and concerns This LAMP 1s one im a 
senes of nine to be developed for public land within the Malheur Resource Arca Whenever feasible. 
watershed and subbasin boundanes were combined in delineating a landscape boundary Thrs 
pnortization and grouping has been reviewed by the RAC and mterested pubbcs and will allow for 
SRH assessment and enpiementation for all allotments withm the Resource Arca within a | 0-year 
tume frarne Assessment means the analysis, synthesis and mterpretation of mformation. including 
morstoning data, to characterize the health of an allotment, pasture or other management unit and 
detcrmune if these units are mocting or making significant progress toward meeting standards and are 
confortmang to guidelines. The assessment 1s sumular to the allotment evaluation as previously used 
in the rangeland management program to evaluate whether or not grazing Management 1s mecting 
resource objectives Assessment of a landscape areca 1s a two-step process, step one 1s the data 
collection and step two is for analysis and determination of conformance with SRH_ The assessment 
process in the Bully Creek landscape area began in 1998 The data summaries, analysis and 
determinations are a part of this LAMP as surmenarized m Anpendix C= implementation of SRH 
involves the following step-down process 


. evaluate the desirability of existing vegetation trends and condition 


. conduct assessments to determune if arcas mect, make significant progress toward or 
fail to achieve SRH. 


. if failing to acseve SRH, determune if current grazing is a wgnificant factor. 


. if current grazing 1s a uign factor, take appropnate action by modifying 
terms and conditions of permuts, authornza’ions and of actrvity plans 
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12 Description of the Landscape Area 


In general, landscape areas are defined by combining subbasin and grazing allotment boundanes 
with sumilar nssues of concern Where allotments straddled subbawn boundanes. the allotments were 
mmcluded or excluded from the landscape area. depending upon issues and othcr management 
conmderanons issues of concern for the landscape arca were sdentified in cooperaton with ranchers 
and other imterested pubbcs Issues sdentified at the landscape level w ould be addressed at the 
alloernent level rather than the watershed scale Management achons apphed at this allotment level 


are more appropnate for rangeiand improvement 


The Bully Creek landscape areca 1s located northwest of Vale, Oregon. It includes enght watersheds 
in the Bully Creck subbasin and a portion of one watershed in the Lower Malheur subbauin. There 
are 20 grazing allotrnents compris:mg 10% pastures managed by the BLM within the landscape arca 
(see Table 5). The landscape arca consists of 386,300 acres, of which 268,800 acres are public land 


(see Appendix B, Map B-!) 
13 Relevant Planning Documents 


The Scientific Assessment (USDA FS 1996a) and Suenmary of Scientific Findings (USDA FS 1996b) 
from the draft ICBEMP (USDA USDI 1997) provided the broad-scale scrence used during the 
landscape arca assessrnent This process was aided by incorporating the findings from the Bul!) 
Creek. Willow Creek and Lower Mathew River Subbasin Review (USDIBLM |99%a) and the draft 
SEORMP EIS (USDIUBLM 1998b). The Bully Creet Watershed Assessment and Strategy (BCWC 
et al. 1997) and the draft Malhew Basin Watershed Action Plan and Assessment (MOWC 1998), two 
documents addressing watershed management activites on private land within the Bully Creek 
subbasin, were consulted and referenced dunng development of the LAMP The guidelines from the 
draft and final /ronside Grazing 
Management Environmental! 
Impact Statement (USDUBLM 
198Oa, 1980b) and the Rangeland 
Program Summary. Record of 
Decision for the lronside EIS Area 
(USDLBLM 1982) have also been 
consulted At present. 
management actions are addressed 
under the Mathew Resource Area 
Management Framework Plan. 
(USDI 1979) 


14 Adaptive Management 


Adaptive management. as applied 
in the LAMP, can be depicted in the accompanying illustration This 1s a contenuing process that 
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ensures management strategies will be adjusted to mect goals and objectives through planning. 
implementation, monitonng and evaluanon The process emphasizes results and makes adjustments 
when needed A continual feedback loop based on new information aliows for md-course 
correchons to standards. guidelines and underlying assumpnons in order to mect planned goals and 
objectives. at also provides a model for adjusting goals and objectives as new information devclops 


28 GOALS AND RESOURCE ISSUES 


Seven broad goals were identified for the Bully Creck Lands-ap. wea which relate directly to goals 
described im large- and mid-scale planning documents (draft ‘ BE UP (USDA USDI 1997), draft 
SEORMP EIS (1" SUBLM 199%b) and the two watershed ass ...ments which address private land 
(BCWC et al. 1997, MOWC 1998). The broad goals which serve as a link between the larger 
adjoining ecosystems and the landscape area are listed below and have been addressed dunng 
vanous public meetings 


. improve BLM'’s ability to manage natural resources on a landscape basis 

. Sustain, and where necessary, restore pnonty plant and animal habitats including 

. Emphasize the control of noxous weeds and undesirable non-native plants 

. Provide diverse recreational and educational opportunities within the capability of the 
ecosy sterms in the landscape areca 

. Reduce ha7«rom s fuels to umprove the health of vegetation communities 

. Manage natural resources consistent with treaty and trust responwbilities to Amencan 
Indian tribes 

. Provide a predictabic, sustained flow of econormc benefits within the capability of the 


ecosystems im the land«cape area 


Stepping down from the broad goals. aight resource issues were addressed in the overall assessment 
of the landscape arca Although the issues are described separately, they are imberently linked to 
each other in terms of ecosystem management The resource issues were identified through a senes 
of scoping Mectings. in coordimation with interested and affected publics and in reviewing data and 
other existing and draft planning documents The following eight rssues with them specific goals and 
descnpnons address the seven broad LAMP goals described above They are not listed im pnonty 
order 


isswe |: Water Quality Quantity 


issme; BLM manages streams or ‘trea segments where the current water quality doesn | 
meet the State of Oregon s water quality standards developed to be in comphance with the 
Clean Water Act 


Descripties in the lowe: part of the landscape area, Bully Creek has documented algac 
growth and eutrophic conditons resulting in diurnal fluctuations in dissolved ovygen and pH 
Bactena has been documented in Bully Creek from Westfall to the reservow. and bigh 
nutnent levels and possible sediment. ternperature and habvtat issues are also suspected 
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throughout the areca. Other streams are dcficent for water temperature. pH. fecal colrform and 
other factors 


Geeks improve water quality and meet state tandards on comphance woth the Clean Water Act 
increase natural upstream water storage for laic scasom use and more Comruicnt reicases for 
downstream aceds 


issue 1: Vegetation Ce vou. \, Structure, Diversity and Productivity 


isene; ( urrent vegetabon composton. structure. drverwty and compownon levels do not 
meet the BLM's SRH and are deficrent in pormons of the landscape arca in meenng the 
‘orage requirements of livestock and wildlife Pornons of the landscape arca also lack the 
cover necessary to stabilize the souls. slow surface runoff. contro! crowon and siow the 
mvasuon of undewrable plants 


Descripties: \ pland vegetation provides the fuundaton for many resource uses of publ 
land Structuraity and vegetatively drverse communities provide habutat for wridlife and 


forage for domestic amimals They also contribute to species drverwty across the landscape 
A healthy cover of perennial vegetaton stabilizes the son., marntayns infiltranon of 
precipitation, slows surface runoff, controls crosson. ensures clean water entenng adjacent 
strearns and enhances the visual quality of pubbc land Forage produced un public land 1s 
made a. ailable to grazing wildlife and Irv estock 


Geals: Restore, mamta or improve the érverwty. drsambuton and abundance of nati < 
plant species and communites, as wel! as dewrable mtraduced plant communities Provide 


for thew normal funchon im sor! stabvizanon and nutnent. water and energy cycles Marntarn pn 
or resture connechons between wrmlar uabrtats to reduce fragmentanon of specific .) 
COMEMUnIICS v 


issue 3: Fisheries Aquatic Habitat 


iseme; Pornons of streams capabic of supporting fish and other aquatic speces Currently can 
not due to poor npanan habrtat condrhons affecting water quality andards for temperature. 
sediments and pollutants 


Descripties: The cond:ton of fishernes habvtat 1s related to mpanan wetland arcas and 
strearn channel charactenstics Proper funchoming mpanan vegetahon moderaics « ater 
temperatures, adds bank structure to reduce crowon and provides overhead cover for fish 
Floodpiams with intact plant communites divsipate stream energy and store water for later 
release Correct strearn channel characternstics provide rearing arcas for puvemile fish W ater 
quality factors such as temperature. sedunent and dissolved oxygen affect fishenes habvtat 


Goals: Restore, mamtam or improve habutat to provide for diverse and self-sustarming 
communities of fish and other aquatc orgamuns “Manage habutat to maintain distr dutian of 
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species interactions that are part of the ecosystem processes while providing opportunities for 


Issue 4: Riparian/Wetland Areas 


issue: Portions of perennial and intermittent streams and associated nparian vegetation are 
not functioning properly according to BLM SRH. 


Description: Riparian/wetland areas are locally important since many watersheds in the 
landscape area currently lack perennial streams. Those existing pereunial and intermittent 
streams are limited in their potential to improve due to past and current grazing practices, 
increased elk populations, topography, shallow soils, flash floods and low precipitation. 
Many streams with perennial or intermittent flow do not provide adequate vegetation to 
maintain and/or support a properly functioning nparian habitat. Streams supporting redband 
trout and other native fish require proper functioning riparian ecosystems to meet state water 
quality standards for temperature, sediment and pollutants. 


Goals: Ensure riparian/wetland areas achieve, at a minimum, proper functioning condition 
(PFC) to dissipate energy from high water flows, reduce erosion, improve water quality, filter 
sediment, improve floodwater retention and groundwater recharge, provide habitat for fish 
and wildlife populations and support greater biodiversity. 


Issue 5: Weeds 


Issue; Class A weed infestations continue to expand within the LAMP area, deteriorating 
resource values and hindering the reestablishment of native plant species. 


Description: Public and private land within the Bully Creek landscape area exhibit moderate 
to high vulnerability to weed invasions. Weed dispersal has been intensified by both human 
and environmental factors (vehicles, road system, livestock, wildlife, flooding. irrigation 
water, etc.). Establishment and dominance of weedy species typically results in deteriorated 
resource values. Management actions which resolve other resource issues (prescribed fire or 
juniper invasion) are complicated by the increased shurt- and long-term susceptibility of 
treated land to weed invasion. 


Goal: Reduce the occurrence of new noxious weed infestations across the landscape and 
reduce or eliminate existing populations of Class A weeds. 


Issue 6: Wiidlife Habitat 


Issue; Portions of the LAMP area do not meet the SRH for wildlife lacking the appropriate 
habitat composition and diversity to meet the year-long needs of wildlife. 
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Description: Many habitat types were and continue to be impacted by histonc and ongoing 
human development. Today, habitat degradation of big game winter range forces deer, 
pronghorn and elk to move onto private agncultural land resulting in economic losses. 
Several species currently on Feder! and state lists, including sage grouse, occur within the 
landscape area. BLM cooperates with ODFW, USFWS, adjoining landowners, livestock 
permittees and others to maintain or improve wildlife habitat for all species. 


Goals: Maintain or restore habitat for healthy, productive and diverse populations of wild- 
life, ensuring habitat requirements for viable populations are maintained and not adversely 
impacted by management acnons. Emphasize management of Federally listed, proposed and 
candidate species, state listed species, BLM sensitive species and species protected by 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) to develop population goals for resident 
species consistent with habitat potential and with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
on habitat management for Federally listed, proposed and candidate species. 


Issue 7: Juniper Invasion 


Issue; Juniper has expanded beyond pre-fire suppression patterns decreasing forage and 
habitat for wildlife and livestock and potentially increasing soil erosion 


Description: BLM and other collaborators are concerned with expanding juniper acreages, 
increased erosion potential, loss of moisture in deeper soils and decreased rangeland forage 
and habitat for sage grouse, pronghorn and livestock. Juniper removal is complicated by 
control costs and an uncertain amount of economic benefit. Removal often results in 
increased weed invasion and erosion potential following fire, mechanical control or chemical 
application. In addition, there are unknown effects from some control activities to wildlife 
populations such as sage grouse (due to a ‘oss of shrub communities) and big game species 
which are of high value to local residents. 


Goal: Reduce juniper in areas where it has expanded beyond pre-suppression distribution. 


Issue 8: Recreation 


Issue; Increased numbers of people are using the public land for recreation straining some 
resources and causing conflicts with traditional uses. 


Description: Within the landscape area, local people, including the Tribes, feel strongly 
about the importance of public land for recreation and subsistence fishing/hunting. The close 
proximity of Bully Creek Reservoir, a large irrigation reservoir on non-BLM land, allows 
easy access to trout and warm water fisheries. Of lower value are existing rangeland 
stockponds and small streams on public land. Hunting big game and upland game birds is 
also highly valued. Common species include mule deer, elk, pronghorn, chukar and sage 
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grouse on public land and pheasant, quail and waterfow! on private land. Observing wildlife 
iS 4 growing interest with focus on big game and bird species. 


Goals: Create diverse recreational opportunities for local and regional publics. Balance 
recreation and subsistence opportunities for aii users, while restoring and protecting natural 
resources and ecosysterr health. 


DESIRED RANGE OF FUTURE CONDITIONS 


The Desired Range of Future Conditions (DRFCs) for the landscape area are described in the draft 
SEORMP/EIS (USDI/BLM 1998b). The DRFCs portray the land, resource and socio-economic 
conditions expected in 50 to 100 years as the LAMP objectives (described below) are achieved. The 
intent of these objectives is to move the ecosystem and its components towards DRFCs where there 
are identified deficiencies or to maintain current conditions at DRFCs. 


LAMP OBJECTIVES 


There are five primary objectives for the Bully Creek LAMP which address the prominent resource 
concerns within the landscape area. Those issues and resources not specifically addressed by a 
primary objective (e.g., special status species) are covered by habitat needs, or by more site- specific 
objectives applied on an allotment and/or pasture basis. Planned results are expected within a 10- 
year time period. Achieving the objectives would be measured by maintaining static trends (at a 
minimum) in habitats meeting the SRH and/or obtaining upward trends in habitats not meeting these 
standards. 


RIPARIAN/WETLAND VEGETATION COMMUNITIES 


Maintain (if meeting SRH) or improve (if not meeting SRH) riparian vegetation, habitat diversity, 
and associated watershed function to achieve healthy and productive riparian/wetland areas and 
achieve water quality standards for beneficial uses as established by ODEQ. 


INDIVIDUAL SEEDINGS 


Based on site-specific circumstances, one or more of the foliowing objectives would be applied to a 
seeded area: 

1. Improve the productivity and vigor of the non-native seeding while maintaining the structural 
composition and improving species diversity of vegetation communities consistent with DRFCs 
identified in the land use plan. 

2. Improve the productivity and vigor of the non-native seeding while improving the structural 
composition and improving species diversity of vegetation communities consistent with DRFCs 
identified in the land use plan. 

3. Maintain the productivity and vigor of the non-native seeding while maintaining the structural 
composition and improving species diversity of vegetation communities consistent with DRFCs 
identified in the land use plan. 

4. Improve the ecological condition of the non-native seeding by implementing actions to enhance 
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the dominance of native perennial grass species while maintaining the structui.i composition and 
improving species diversity of vegetation communities consistent with DRFCs in the land use plan. 


UPLAND VEGETATION COMMUNITIES 
Maintain (if meeting SRH) or improve (if not meeting SRH) the health, structure and diversity of 
WEETS 


Control proliferation of existing noxious weeds on an annual basis. 

WILDLIFE 

Maintain (if meeting SRH) or improve (if not meeting SRH) wildlife habitats, ensuring spacial 
distribution of native plant communities and animal habitats across the landscape with a density and 
frequency of species suitable to ensure reproductive capability and sustainability. 

Specific allotment and pasture management objectives are located in Appendix C. 
CHARACTERIZATION OF THE LANDSCAPE AREA 


5.1 Topography/Climate 


The Bully Creek Landscape Area varies from 2,500 feet in elevation near Bully Creek Reservoir to 
6 400 feet on Cottonwood Mountain. The fringe of mountains to the west, including Ironside 
Mountain and Castle Rock, collects moisture deposited in the form of snow and rain from fall 
through carly spring, resulting in mesic conditions at high elevations. Annual precipitation ranges 
from 14 inches in the western portion of the landscape area to 8 inches at the eastern edge, reflecting 
the more arid conditions at low elevations. 


52 = Air Quality 
Air quality in the landscape area is good (airshed rating is Class II) with prevailing westerly winds. 


Dust and smoke occasionally impact air quality in the landscape area. Additional information 
related to climate and air resources is cescribed in the draft SEORMP/EIS (USDI/BLM 1998b). 


53 Geology 


The landscape area is situated within portions of three physiographic provinces: (1) the Blue 
Mountain Province in the north and northwest; (2) the Basin and Range Province in the northeast, 
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central, and southern regions, and (3) the Snake River Plain Province in the southeast (Orr ct a! 
1992). Dominant rock types found over approximately 60 percent of the arca consist of Miocene and 
Pliocene basalt flows and pyroclastic deposits (Walker and MacLeod 1991). This volcanic activity 
included andesitic matenals on the eastern cnd of the landscape area. Substantial amounts of 
Miocene-Pliocene rhyolitic material are also found, including a lange domal complex in the 
southwestern portion of the area in the vicinity of Swamp and Gregory Crecks. A large deposit of 
Pliocene tuffaceous lake sediments is concentrated in the central region ncar Westfall. These 
deposits include tuff, breccia, fluvial tuffaceous sandstone, siltstone and mudstonc, air-fall and water 
de~osited vitric ash, fluvial sandstone, conglomerate and diatomite (Brooks and O'Brien 1992) 
Some of these sediments are capped by basalt flows and pyroclastic deposits or show evidence of 
hydrothermal activity. In addition to igneous formations, the extreme western cad of the arca is 
made up of pre-Tertiary metamorphic formations. The metamorphic rocks are mostly shale with 
high amounts of lime and silica. 


54 _— Energy and Mineral Resources 


Energy and mineral resources known or suspected to occur in the landscape arca consist of 
geothermal resources, diatomite, hot-springs gold/mercury, porphyry copper-gold-molybdenum, vein 
gold, uranium, oil, gas and a vanicty of mincral materials. Intermittent mincral exploration has 
occurred in the area for over 80 years, mainly involving attempts to develop the low quality 
diatomite deposits situated in the southeastern portion of the area between Harper and Westfall. 
There has been little interest in any mineral resources other than three deep (>1 000 feet) geothermal 
exploration wells near Bully Creek Reservoir, “paver” rocks from Cottonwood Mountain and the 
occasional removal of small quantities of gravel from a BLM-designated community pit along Indian 
Creek. 


At present, there are over 100 mining claims within portions of five allotments (see Appendix A, 
Table A-1). All have been located for diatomite and are contained in four separate blocks. Active 
exploration/development is occurring on only one block of claims, the E/B group, which is operating 
under a current Notice of Operations (less than 5 acres of surface disturbance), at present, only the 
Bully Creek Seeding/Allotment #2 is aff-cted. Four other Notices are currently on file with BLM; 
three have been abandoned, including the claims, and the fourth has been inactive for several years. 
Given the past mining history of the landscape area, energy and mineral exploration/development 
activity is not expected to change significantly in the future. 


55 Soils 


Soil information in the landscape area, especially on the higher elevation rangeland, is limited. Soil 
surveys have focused mainly on irrigable land (Lovell et al. 1969; Cox and Stoneman 1977; Malheur 
County Planning Office 1978; Lovell 1980), and a third order survey has yet to be completed. Other 
planning documents use existing surveys in combination with professional observations to derive 
soil information for the entire area (Malheur County Planning Office 1981; BCWC et al. 1997; 
MOWC 1998). Soils in the area have derived mainly from sedimentary deposits and volcanic 
activity (Lovell et al. 1969). Sedimentary deposits weather into sandy- or fine-textured, highly 
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erosive soils. Volcanic rocks weather into various textured soils including some which are sticky 
and fine-textured. The and climate and high silica and calcium carbonate content of many of the 
soils creates a cemented or indurated layer or hardpan (Soil Survey Staff 1998). Expression and 
thickness of these hardpans increases with distance from a stream and floodplain. In general, more 
soil development tends to occur on the uplands than in the floodplains and terraces. 


Climaie influences soil moisture regimes which vary from andic (Soil Survey Staff 1998) conditions 
in lower elevations (east) to xeric conditions in higher elevations (north and west). Soil temperatures 
range from mesic in the cast, to frigid in the west. Climate also influences the soil types found on: 
(1) floodplains, alluvial deposits and terraces, (2) grass-shrub uplands, lava plateaus and dissected 
sediments; and (3) forested uplands (Lovell et al. 1969, Malheur County Planning Office 1978). 


56 Vegetation 


The landscape area lies within the sagebrush steppe vegetative zone within the northernmost fringe 
of the Owyhee Uplands physiographic province and the southernmost extent of the Blue Mountain 
physiographic province (Franklin and Dyress 1973). A rich mosaic of vegetative types is present 
within this sagebrush-dominated landscape. 


Upland Vegetation Types and Patterns 

In 1977, a partial soil/vegetation inventory was conducted by BLM on public land within the 
landscape area (USDI/BLM 1977). Soil and vegetation were classified based upon soil depth, 
moisture, aspect, slope and dominate grass, shrub and tree species. Identified vegetation types reflect 
a gradient of climate and soil from arid salt desert and annual grass communities at low clevations 
near Westfall to mesic, partly forested areas near the headwaters of Bully Creck (see Appendix A, 
Tables A-2 and A-3). This inventory was general and, for example, did not distinguish between stiff 
sagebrush and low sagebrush community types on similar soils and topography. The 1977 inventory 
was supplemented with on-site observations during the 1998 SRH assessment to identify smal! but 
important plant communities, such as the squaw apple community within the Droughty Rolling Hills 
and Droughty North Exposure vegetation types. 


Dominant plant species found on upland sites are listed in Appendix A, Table A-4. A complete list 
of Vale District plants is on file at the BLM office. The relative amounts and mix of species vary, 
based on soil type and depth, precipitation and historic use. Upland sites in degraded condition are 
often characterized by having (1) few to none of the larger native bunch grasses; (2) high densities 
and cover of big sagebrush, gray rabbitbrush or green rabbitbrush; (3) high densities of exotic species 
such as cheatgrass, bur buttercup, tumble mustard, Russian thistle or whitctop, and (4) Western 
juniper invasion in more mesic areas (see Appendix B, Map B-2). 


Ricarien and Wetland Venetat 


Inventories were conducted along most major drainages in 1997 and 1998 to locate riparian areas 
and assess their condition based on SRH (see Appendix B, Map B-3). Stream reaches in recovering 
or PFC typically support tree species such as willow, quaking aspen, cottonwood and water birch or 
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shrubby species including coyote willow, golden currant, mock orange and wild rose. Property 

are stream segments that have lost or are losing native vegetation, inciuding shrub and aspen 
communities in high elevations. Some npanan areas are being invaded by noxious weeds and other 
exotic species, indicating disturbed or nonfunctioning stream systems. A comprehensive list of 
mpanan vegetation found in the landscape area is on file at the BLM Vale District Office. 


Modified V 20 C ” 


During the 1960's, the BLM initiated the Vale Project which proposed specific treatments for halting 
range deterioration (Heady and Bartolome, nd). Prior to 1962, no more than 0.1 percent of the 
rangeland in the Vale District (6.5 million acres) had received range improvement treatments which 
included about 30,000 acres of brush control by spraying, plowing and seeding and seeding after 
wildfires. The selection of sites for treatment was based upon the potential for improvement. 
Between 1962-1973, approximately 16,500 acres within the landscape area were sprayed with 
herbicides to kill sagebrush and release native grasses or were seeded with crested wheatgrass. 
Sagebrush has reestablished to varying degrees in all crested wheatgrass seedings in the landscape 
area, however, most of the treated areas still have reduced perennial grass and forb understorics. 
Other modified communities include high elevation areas where fire suppression has resulted in 
western juniper expansion onto range sites. Riparian communities have lost many aspen and willow 
stands. Reason for these losses include the encroachment of western juniper and exotic weeds as a 
result of heavy grazing by livestock and wildlife, reduced fire frequency and downstream agricultural 
practices affecting the hydrologic function of streams. 


Special Status Plant Spec 


Few comprehensive plant inventories have been conducted in the landscape area. Several minor 
inventones were concentrated in the diatomaceous ash deposits between Harper and Westfall. There 
are two BLM tracking species listed in the Oregon Natural Heritage Program's guide (1997): the 
ochre-flowered buckwheat and Malheur cryptantha. A new species of groundsel may have been 
discovered in 1998 in Mesa Pasture of Allotment #2. No proposed or listed threatened or 
endangered plant species and no Federal candidate plant species being considered for listing under 
the Endangered Species Act have been identified. 


5.7 Weeds 


Although a variety of weeds occur in the landscape area, an extensive inventory has not been 
conducted to determine the number of species or the extent of weed invasion. Many annual weeds 
have become naturalized in the landscape area and are beyond the scope of any control effort. 
Russian and spotted knapweed are the species with the highest priority for control known to occur in 
the area. Russian knapweed is well established near Hanna Station and Becker Ranch and is 
radiating along the network of secondary roads. Small isolated sites with spotted knapweed have 
been found along the road system from Sheep Rock Springs to Puckett Creek and along South Bully 
Creek Road. Whitctop is considered a low priority noxious weed duc to its abundance, however, it 
is controlled when found in isolated spots within previously non-infested areas. This species is well 
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established im mpanan and upland sites at all elevations, especially around ranches and old 
honesteads. A list of weed species in and surrounding the landscape area 1s found m Appendix A. 
Table A-S. Noxious weed management guidelines are found m vanous environmental documents 
and statewide strategies (USDI/BLM 1985, 1987, 1989, 1994). 


S83 = Fire History and Management 


Fire regimes within the landscape area have been largely influenced by \ ‘cather patterns, available 
feel, and the presence of people during the critical fire season. The amount of available fuel is the 
only factor directly or indirectly impacted by BLM management actions. Management practices, such 
structure on both rangeland and forested sites and alter natural fire regunes. 


Decreased fire frequency at high elevations in the landscape area has caused conifer encroachment at 
forest-steppe boundanes and higher tree density in former savanna-like stands of yuniper and 
ponderosa pine. The density of shrubs in mountain big sagebrush communities has increased at the 
expense of grasses and forbs. Similarly, reduced fire frequencies at mad-clevations resulted im higher 
coverage of Wyoming big sagebrush and reduced grasses and forbs in the understory. Western 
juniper has increased in some of these mid-clevation areas, but at a slower rate due to the reduced 
available moisture. In contrast, increased fire frequency in low clevations has resulted in the 
dominance of exotic annual grasses such as cheatgrass. 


From 1980 through 1998, four wildland fires have occurred in the landscape arca, burning a total of 
8,000 acres (see Table 3). The fire which burned in 1997 overlapped a portion of the 1989 burn. 
One prescribed burn was conducted in October, 1983, in the Richie Flat Allotment/North Ridge 
Pasture, where 360 acres of Wyoming big sagebrush burned in a patchy configuratioa. An 
Environmental Assessment (EA) has been completed for a prescribed burn in East and West Crow 
Creek Pastures of the Rail Canyon Allotment (EA~OR-030-980014 - BLM 1998), with 


implementation of this multi-year project in 1998. 
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Table 3. Wildland and Prescribed Fires in the Bully Creek Landscape Arca, 1980 - 1998. 
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Source : Malheur Resource Area Interdisciplinary Team, Vale District BLM. 1998. 


59 Hydrology 


Draimages in the upper cievations of the landscape area are characterized by steep mountainous side 
slopes, narrow canyons and high, gradient streams. Low elevations are characterized by rolling hills, 
ephemeral stream miles im the landscape area, 535 miles (57 percent) occur on public land. 


Stream flows, water quality and bank stability have been substantially modified due to a com ination 
of factors such as fire suppression, roads, livestock, wildlife and non-native plant invasions. The 
lack of mpanan vegetation and bank stability prevents stream systems from functioning properly and 
creates systems that cannot dissipate energy, filter sediment, retain soil-water and/or recharge 
groundwater. Streams that are not functioning properly continue to unravel, resulting in increases of 
water temperatures and soil erosion while decreasing vegetative productivity, habitat and water 
quality. 


Two major peak flows from snowmelt occur between February and April, generally with the first 
peak flow larger but of shorter duration than the second. There are frequent summer peak flows that 
occur in direct response to scattered summer storms. Properly functioning streambank vegetation 
and stream channel characteristics are important in controlling these peak flows. High flows within 
streams that are not properly functioning can lead to channel incision, bank detenoration, sediment 
transport and increased peak flows. Many of the streams are incised as a result of the loss of soil, 
npanan vegetation and stream channel characteristics which have lessened the ability of the 
floodplain to store water. 


Decreased watershed flows during mid-to-late summer can generally be attributed to climatic 
conditions, histonc lowerng of the alluvial water tables, irmgation diversions, stream bank 
detenoration, and removal and continued absence of npanan vegetation. The main limiting factor 
for lower summer flows is reduced water storage in alluvial bottoms throughout the entire system. 
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Reduced storage occurs in all drammages that can be charactenzed as containine deeply incised stream 


S10 Water Quality 


All waters within the landscape area that onginate on public land eventually flow through pnvate 
land before entering the Snake River. The quantity of water generated on public land is limited by 
annual precipitation, but the utility of what collects can be improved by land management practices. 
Water quality quantity 1s expected to improve as upland and npanan ecosystems improve. 


The following is a list of 303d) listed streams as determined by ODEQ. Further information on the 
listing process is available in the SEORMP. 


- Bully Creek, Bully Creek Reservoir to Westfall, dissolved oxygen, pH 
- Pole Creek, Mouth to Headwaters, temperature 


Long-term water quality data are sparse for the entire landscape arca. Severa! streams in the 
landscape area have been placed on the 303(d) list. This list is a result of the 1972 Clean Water Act 
whereby the State of Oregon is required to identify water bodies that do not meet water quality 
standards. Severe water quality, resulting from non-point source pollution, has been identified in 
Bully Creek from Westfall to the Bully Creek Reservoir, and Pole Creek (Oregon Statewide 
Assessment of Nonpoint Sources of Water Pollution Report, 1988). (see Table 4). This rating 
impacts the beneficial uses determined for this area, specifically water quality, fishenes, aquatic 
habitat, and water contact recreation. Although water quality impacts have been identified for only 
two stream segments, other streams in the landscape area exhibit all or many of the same non-poin’ 
source pollution problems. 


Table 4. Non-point Source Pollution Problems, Probable Causes and Identified Uses 
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S.11 Wildlife Species and Habitat 


Common wildlife species within the landscape arca include mule deer. pronghorn, ch, black -tailed 
jackrabbas, sage grouse, meadow larks, red-tailed hawks and barn swallows Many specees such as 
black-tailed jackrabbas remaim year-long m one area. Others, such as mule deer, ch, sage grouse 
and pronghorn make seasonal clevation changes m response to weather condmons (see Appendn B. 
Map B-4). Some species, such as barn swallows, breed locally but travel to Central or South 
America for winter. 


BLM’s management of wildhfe species focuses on habstat needs and condmons Many habstat types 
within the landscape area were severely unpacted by histone activities such as livestock grazing. 
agricultural clearing, reservor’s, roads, and fire management. Some wildlife habuats are still being 
disrupted or durmunished by ongoing activities. When this happens, as 1s currently the case wath 
durumshed winter big garne habrtat, mule deer and ch move off publc land onto private agncultural 
property, resulting in economuc losses to landowners. The BLM works with ODFW., adjomuing 
landowners, livestock permattees and others to mamtam or enprove habrtat for cach smroes 
Management objectives for cach tng game uns have been established by ODFW for mule deer and 
pronghorn. Forage demand for these big game species im cach grazing allotment 1s described m the 
drat SEORMP EIS, Appendix E (USDIBLM 1998b) 


Seeciel States Anion 


Special status aninals likely to occur within the landscape area are listed m Appendix A, Table A-4 
These species are given pnority consideration nm BLM management decisions BLM 1s required by 
law to manage land to recover populations of species listed as endangered or threatened and to 
manage all species to avoid the need for future listing under the Endangered Species Act 


Colurpua spotted frogs, a Federal candidate species, are present m the upper part of several mpanan 
emergent vegetation or floating algac mats Bald cagies regularly winter at Bully Creek Reservow 
and along the lower sections of Bully Creek. Generally, they require large trees or high cliffs for 
roosting, a population of esther waterfow! or med am-sized ‘ish for food, and freedom from frequent 
disturbances. 


Due to long-term population declines im sage grouse numbers across the West the need for additional 
Federal protection of this species currently 1s being reviewed Published studies have docurnented 
that nesting sage grouse require patchy sagebrush with a canopy cover ranging bet» cen | 5-30 
percent and a herbaceous understory canopy cover ranging between 3-10 percent to reduce predation 
rates (Wakkinen, 1990, Connelly et al, 1991; Gregg. 1992; DeLong et al, 1995). In addition to the 
canopy cover requirements, these studies have also documented the need for the herbaceous 
understory to range between 7 to 9 inches tall, as measured during the surnmer nesting scason 
(March through May) Pastures within 2 mules of sage grouse icks would have these nesting habetat 
management standards apphed 


Dunng winter, sage grouse feed exclusively on sagebrush leaves depending on tall sagebrush that 1s 
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available above the snow for forage and protection from winter weather and predators The BLM 
apples the Western States Sage Grouse Guadelmes (1974, | 982) to actrnmes that could affect sage 
grouse habaat Append B. Map 5 shows the location of wintering bald cagic habtat and the 
known sage grouse icis wath the landscape arca 


S12 Fisheries and Aquatic Habitat 


Fishernes habatat inctudes perenmal and mtertraticnt strcarms and lakes that suppor fish through at 
least a portion of the year. There are 940 miles of stream (535 mules occur on public land) and 95 
surface acres of reservow, some of whach provides fishernes habaat m the landscape arca Streams 
across pubbc land provide habstat for exyhit natrve fish specie: and several mtroduced non-natrve 
fishes. ODFW penodically stocks a coastal! stram of hatchery rambow trout m certam BLM 
reservors In most of these revervors, spawning babetat 1s lacking and natural reproduction docs not 
occur. ODFW no longer routinely stocks warm water fishes. but bass. sunfish. and catfish species 
tave oecome estabhshed m Bully Creek Reservow and probably m streams near the reservow Sce 
Appendi A. Table A-7 for a list of native and non-native fish species known to occur within the 
landscape arca 


Current distribution of stream fish m the landscape area 1s prmanty influenced by summer water 
temperatures and flow levels Maxunum water temperatures are agmeficanth Ingher nm downstream 
areas than at the headwaters and. consequently. cold water species such as redband trout and sculpins 
are restricted to hugher elevations m summer Several factors contribute to ngh stream termperatures 
(1) summer flows can be extremely low or mtermuttent, and low water volumes beat up casily. (2) 
mrgation drveruons can further reduce flow, and water returming from mngated ficids cam be warmer 
than the source stream, and (3) scarcity of mpanan canopy mecreases solar heating Rupanan 
vegetation not only shades water from hot summer sunhght. but also stores and cools subsurface 
water by trapping morture and sedunents m #3 matted root .ysterms 


Bank stabihty and sedunent loads also affect fish distribution Lack of mpanan vegetation has 
destabihzed stream banks. causing accelerated croson. channe! downcuttmg and increased inputs of 
sedunem Rapid sedunent deposition m Bully Creek Reservow wnce its construction m 1963 attests 
to the hagh sedunent load of baswm strearms Fish such as trout and sculp are tolerant of high 
sedunent levels that bury eggs and suffocate fry 


A fish of special concern m the landscape area ss the imtenor redband trout, the only natrve garne 
species im the basin During low flow penods. redband trout are found premanhy m beadwater areas 
wm fragmented populanons Akhough this rambow trout subspecnes ss adapted to warm and 
rangeland streams. high water temperatures in downstream reaches lnst ts summer drstnibution 
Trout dastribytion cunng fall, winter and spring 1s less fragmented because higher flows and lower 
temperatures allow fish to use more stream corndors Dunng spring @ 1s possibile that individuals 
can move throughout the basin 


Kaown distribution of redband trout m the bass ss bared cn a wngk ODE W mventory (Elle 1961, 
and subsequent observations by tnologists Trout occur m upper Bully Creek. upper Clover Creek. 
Upper and West Fork Upper Cottonwood creeks, South Fork ‘indian Creek, Lower Cottonwood 
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Crock, and possibly Reds Creck. Genetic analyes of Lower Cottonwood and South Fork Indun 
Creek wow mdacates that byOnduzation wath hatchery rambow trout has occurred m these 'wo 
populations (Currens '994) Although most wild trout m Bully Creck bas cubibet the 
morphological and phywological characteristics of mtenor redband trout. ¢ s likely that “pure” 
redband populations no longer cust m the basin 


Hatchery rainbow trout are socked annually by ODFW mto five BLM reservows ( Allotment #3. 
Peavinc. Pence Spring. South Cottonwood. and South Mountam) and occawonally Bully Creek 
Reservoe Rambow trout have escaped reservows and survived to spawn wath natrve redband trout 
m nearby strearm. generating genetically maxed trout populations with varying percentages of byhnd 
genes. The goal of the stocking program 1s to provide angler opportunities m Mountam reservors 
Anglers from V ale Ontano and idaho utdize thes fishery. and some of the wmall reservows are locally 


quite popular 


Besades trout, the other cold water-dependent fish species are sculpims Lattice 5 known about ther 
distribution because they are secretive and rarely dentified m mventones Sculpims were found onl 
mm Upper Cottonwood Creek m 196! Because thew habtat requirements arc setalar to trout. they 
are likely confined to headwater areas where strearn temperatures and sedenent loads are lowes 


Other dorrunant natrve fishes m Bully Creek basin include speckied and longnose dace. Sndgehp 
sucker, and redude shiner Because these are warmwater species and tolerate a range of stream 
termperatures and turtadmes. they are abundant m mamstream reaches and streams lower m the dawn 
and overlap with redband trout and sculpm m some headwater areas Currently. there are no 
management concerns with these fishes 


Strearms, reservows and wetlands m the area provide habitat for a drverwty of aquatx organisms as 
well as for fish Ampbutnans are especially vulnersbdic to habwtat degradation and can be empacted by 
loss of mpanan vegetation. reduced flows. and the »resence of exotx predators such as non-native 
fish or bullfrogs Three natrve amphituans m thrs landscape arca are sted as sensitive species ( See 
Appendix A. Tables A-6 and A-8) 


S13) Wild Horses 


There are no wild horse herd management arcas (HM A's) withen the Bully Creek landscape area 
Wild horses may wander into the landscape area from the adjacent Hog Creek HMA but 
management prescnpnons require the horses be returned to the HMA An appropnate management 
level has been established for the Hog Creek HMA to ensure public land resources. including wild 
horse habrtat, are maimn‘a:mned in satisfactcry. healthy condrpon, and unacceptable umpacts to these 
resources are muniumzed This appropnate managemensi level and assomated monitomng and 
gathering of excess wild horses should also ensure thot resource values within the Bully Crock 
landscape arca are unaffected by the wild horse program 


$14 Grazing Use, Schedules and Existing Rangeland Improvement Projects 


Grazng 1s thc predormmnant land use within the landscape areca Of the 20) allotments. 9 are m the | 
(improve) category, 3 are im the M (Maintain) category and § are in the C (Custodial) category The 
20 allotments contain 108 pastures (sce Table S$). These categones are desagned to concentrate 
pubbc funds and management efforts on allotments with the most wgni fk amt resource conflicts and 
the greatest potential for umprovment The /ronside Environmental Impact Statement and 
Rangeiand Program Swmmary (USDILBLM | 980a_ | 9806. 1982) descnbed proposed grazing 
systerns for all | and M allotments These systeras were developed and umpiemented through an 
AMP and sudsequent permut or lease. in coord:ahon with permsttees and other concern xd parbes 
Ex:sting AMPs not only describe a gramng schedule. but specific allotment or pasture specific 
objectives and any rangeland umprovement projects necessary to fully empiernent the AMP to meet 
resource Managernent obyectives 


Crtena for flexibility of lrvestock turnout poor to Apnil | or extenson of use beyond October 3! 1s 
identified in Appendix A. Table A-1! Pasture move dates may vary ‘Tom the defined schedule up to 
4 days on cach ude of the identified pasture move date Move dates outude of these genera! lumuts of 
flexsbility due to climatic condsmons. exceeding identified utlizanon levecis (see Table 7) or other 
factors would be considered by BLM staff im a timely manner To be authorized. move dates outude 


the genera! lurmets of flexstilty must be consistent with meeting resource management objects es 


Past Malheur Resource Area (MRA) planning decisions or agreements have cxctuded Irv estock from 
gramng public land for the specific purpose of protecting resource values or faciistes from hvestock 
umpacts txampies inctude. but are not hmuted to. dent: fied npanan \egetahon communites 
adjacent to streams, reservorrs, spmngs. and wetlands. devcioped water sources. special Matus species 
habvtat, Areas of Crncal Environmental Concerns ( ACEC). recreanorn wtes. archacologycal sites. 
research and study plots. and adrrumistrative sites The following exclusion areas are located within 
the Bully Creek landscape area (the “No Data” entres need future managernent ident fied « .b 
opbons including maitaming therm as cxciusion areas or dropping them with recommendatons for 


new management ) 
Allotment #2 (the following two cxcluson a.eas have been combined into the Rocke Pasture) 


Cottonwood Wiidhfe Stream Exclosure- 49° Acres 
020! Rapanan Stream Exciosure - 446 Acres 


Allotment #3 
N. Black Canyon Pasture - Pence Spring Fence Exciosure - 2 Acres 
indian Creek Pasture - South Fork Indian Creek Spring Exclosure - No Data 
W Comonwood Seeding - Allotment #5 Reservow Exclosure - || Acres 
Indsan Crock Pasture - Zotto Reservow Exciosure - 38 Acres 
Roctve Flat Allotment - 


E. Log Creek Pasture - Reds Creek }-Way Upland Exclosure - No Dats 


Table 5. Grazing Allotments and Other Land 


Source : Malheur Resource Area Interdisciplinary Team, Vale District BLM, 1998. 

' Category of allotment managemem - C (( ustodial), | (improve), M ( Marten) 

| Public land 

Private land 

* Bureau of Reclamanan land 

* Suave land 
* The Mountaim pasture in Broan (reet Allotment has heen proposed to he divided into 2 new pastures the north and south Mountarn pastures and 
the number of pectures in the Table § reflects "he proposed change from | to 4 
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Data collected during the 1998 field season, along with historic data, were used to describe the exist- 
ing condition of the 20 grazing allotments and their pastures (Appendix C). Currently 70 of the total 
109 pastures have developed grazing systems. The remaining 39 pastures are either exclosures that 
are not grazed, fenced federal range not scheduled for grazing, or pastures in custodial allotments 
that are grazed in conjunction with private land. A listing of all existing rangeland improvement 
projects is contained in Appendix A, Table A-9. The allotments and pastures are illustrated in 
Appendix B, Map B-6. 


5.15 Recreation and Visual Resources 


There are no developed recreation facilities on public land within the landscape area. Dispersed 
The habitat types in the landscape area support wildlife populations which receive some of the 
greatest hunting pressures within the MRA. Other activities include driving for leisure, 
photography, wildlife observation, and rockhounding. Much of the nominal recreational off-road 
vehicle driving is incidental to hunting activities. ODFW big game data are referenced to support 
estimates of recreation levels on public land within the area. 


The Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) of 1976 requires the BLM to consider the 
effects of management actions on the visual quality of the landscape. Public land is inventoried and 
assigned a Visual Resource Management (VRM) class according to the relative value of the visual 
resources. To maintain the management objective of a VRM class, the BLM’s visual contrast rating 
system is employed for proposed individual projects and activities to analyze and mitigate visual 
impacts to the existing landscape. Public land in the landscape area are currently classified as VRM 
Class I] within the Beaver Dam Creek Wilderness Study Area (WSA) and South Fork Indian Creek 
study stream for the Wild and Scenic River System (WSRS) (USDI/BLM 1998b). The remainder of 
the landscape area is classified as VRM Classes III and IV. The upper- and lower-most reaches of 
the landscape area have the highest levels 8f visual sensitivity 


5.16 Special Management Areas 


Wilderness Study Area 

Nearly 18,480 acres of the 19,580-acre Beaver Dam Creek (WSA, OR-3-27) lies in the western 
portion of the landscape area, while the remaining acreage extends west of the landscape area 
boundary (see Appendix B, Map B-7). It was designated a WSA by the BLM in 1980 as a result of a 
Congressionally mandated wilderness review program. Until Congress decides to designate Beaver 
Dam Creek as a Wilderness Area or release all or a portion of the WSA, BLM manages the WSA in 
accordance with the agency's Interim Management Policy for Land Under Wilderness Review (IMP, 
USDI/BLM 1995) so as not to impair its suitability for preservation as wilderness. If designated a 
Wilderness Area, the primary and secondary wilderness values of the WSA will be preserved and 
protected. These values include naturalness, outstanding opportunities for solitude, primitive and 
unconfined recreation, juniper steppe woodland areas, a variety of vegetative communities, and 
certain non-game and game species. Within the landscape area, portions of three grazing allotments 
overlap the WSA (see Table 6). Under current BLM management direction, livestock grazing would 
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continue ina WSA or Wilderness Area. Existing rangeland improvements within the WSA include 
livestock fencing, four developed springs, and one reservoir. Motorized equipment is permitted for 
maintenance of developed springs and the reservoir within the WSA if determined by BLM to be the 
minimum tool necessary to accomplish the work. 


Table 6. Grazing Allotments Associated with the Beaver Dam Creek WSA 


ABotments Pastures Associated with the WSA Public Land 

(Acres) Acreage of WSA 
Allotment/Pasture by Allotment’ 
PL. . Pv . Total Pasture 
Rail Canyon 2263 379 26,518 6,975 
Lost Creek FFR &24 1605 2429 fad 
Kimen Canyon 6.115 78 6.193 4872 
West Chastam 3,019 628 “a0 1,709 
West Clover Creck 

West Clover 2.713 7,520 10.233 394 
Willow Basin 43,455 6,542 oO”) 11,109 
Willow Basin 9,005 A 9.0! 1622 
Bully Creek 10,015 1026 11041 8,366 
FFR (09) 2.751 2787 5.538 $7 

FRR! 1,104 983 m7 1f 


Source : Malheur Resource Area Interdisciplinary Team, Vale District BLM, 1998. 
Noes | PL ~ public land =” PV ~ private 


Additional information regarding the Beaver Dam Creek WSA is in Oregon Wilderness Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (USDI/BLM 1989) and Oregon Wilderness Study Report 
(USDI/BLM 1991). 


, Critical Envi Te 


Two areas identified as potential Areas of Critical Environmental Concern/Research Natural Areas 
(ACECs/RNAs) have been described in the draft SEORMP/EIS (USDI/BLM 1998b) (see Appendix 
B, Map B-7). North Ridge Bully Creek ACEC/RNA would include 1,569 acres (Draft 
SEORMP/EIS, Alternative C) in the Richie Flat Allotment/North Ridge Pasture. The relevant and 
important values for which the ACEC has been proposed are the excellent representations of a big 
sagebrush/Thurber neediegrass community, big sagebrush/threetip sagebrush/Idaho fescue 
community and sage grouse and their associated habitat. South Ridge Bully Creek ACEC/RNA 
would include 841 acres (Draft SEORMP/EIS, Alternative C) predominantly in the Richie Flat 
Allotment/South Ridge Pasture with a small corner in the northeastern part of Lava Ridge Allotment. 
The relevant and important values for which the ACEC/RNA has been proposed are the excellent 
representations of a big sagebrush/Thurber needlegrass community, big sagebrush/squaw 
apple/Idaho fescue community and the associated habitats for sage grouse and loggerhead shrikes. 
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Wild and Scenic River S WSRS 


There are no designated components of the national WSRS within the landscape area. BLM has 
determined a 2 mile study segment of South Fork Indian Creek is eligible for possible inclusion in 
the WSRS with a tentative river classification of wild. The suitability evaluation of this stream 
segment for possible designation is currently being conducted in the Draft SEORMP/EIS 


(USDI/BLM 1998b) which describes the segment as non-suitable under Alternative C. Additional 
information can be found in case files at the BLM Vale District Office. 


5.17 Socio-Economic Values 


Public land in the landscape area is managed for a wide array of social and economic benefits for 
local, regional and National publics. Within the landscape area, livestock forage has a high 
economic value. Public land produces forage supporting approximately 43,000 animal unit months 
(AUMs) of active use and 5,000 AUMs of suspended use. As of 1994, the active AUMs supported 
3.6 percent or approximately 5,100 beef cattle of the estimated 170,000 beef cattle in Malheur 
County (USDI/BLM 1998b). Livestock sales generated an estimated $1.8 million dollars of the 
$50.3 million dollars in Malheur County. The BLM recognizes the importance of custom and 
culture, and the need to balance these values while ensuring the sustainability of multiple resources. 


Water production, storage and transport aie important functions of the landscape area for ecosystem 
health and for local water users with an average of 38,800 acre-feet of water produced per year 
(BCWC et al. 1997). Within the LAMP area, public land comprises about 70 percent (268,800 acres 
of the total 386,300 acres) of the land mass and a corresponding amount of the water generated cach 
year. Several thousand acres of irrigated farm and pasture land are located in the landscape area and 
are supported by flood irrigation, wells or small reservoirs. 


Recreation opportunities (hunting, fishing, dispersed camping and various other day-use activities) 
are important locally and regionally. These kinds of recreational opportunities are not unique to the 
Bully Creek landscape area although the area provides a relatively uncrowded place to enjoy them. 
The primary users come from local communities but regional visitors, especially those from the 
Boise area and the Willamette Valley, are increasing. 


5.18 Cultural Resources 


Prehistor 


The Native people of the Northern Great Basin practiced their ancestral lifeways into the 19th 
century and were heirs to an extremely ancient cultural tradition. Their technology was effective and 
efficient, utilizing many multi-functional, light-weight and expendable tools. Gathering activities are 
attested to by digging sticks, carrying baskets, and milling stones, and hunting is represented by the 
atlatl and dart, bow and arrow, stone projectile points, stone knives and scrapers. Cultural resources 
associated with the prehistoric use of this project area consists of rock art; rock shelters; rock 
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structures (cairns, alignments etc.); habitation sites around springs; small camps at stream-side 
meadows and on alluvial deposits at junctions of tributary streams; quarries of fine-grained basalt, 


Histor 


Cultural resources associated with the historic use of this area are tied to landforms as transportation 
areas, and remains of stage and telegraph stations. Exploration into this area by white Europeans 
began in the carly 1830. In 1845, Stephen Meek guided a train of 214 wagons up the Malheur 
River into central Oregon. The route of Meek’s Cutoff crosses through the landscape area, heading 
west from Vale to Harper, then north to Westfall and continuing westward. When miners searching 
for goid in the area were unsuccessful, they turned to farming and livestock production, particularly 
in the lower valleys, grassy hills and the many drainages that eventually flowed into the Malheur 
River. The Ontario to Burns Freight Road, in operation from 1844-1913, crossed through the 
landscape area going northwest out of Westfall. Hanna Stage Station is located on this road. 


In 1872, the Malheur Indian Reservation was established at Fort Harney. Originally the reservation 
covered 1,778,560 acres and contained grazing land. The western half of the landscape area is 
located within the old treaty boundaries of this reservation. Since 1883, all of these land, except 320 
acres on which the old military post of Camp Harney stood, were restored to public land. 


During the 1880's, small communities were established ne: r reliable water sources, and during the 
1890's, production of both cattle and sheep prospered. A rapid increase in population occurred in the 
northern part of Malheur County between 1930 and 1950 as a result of the development of the Vale 


5.19 Paleontology 


At present, there are no identified locations of fossil flora or fauna within the landscape area. 
However, the exploration for fossil localities has been limited, and would probably be confined iv 
Pliocene, Miocene or Pleistocene age soils. It may be likely that sediments associated with old lake 
beds may contain fish or other marine animal remains since they have been located in similar old 
lake sediments at Beulah Reservoir and south of Vale. 


5.20 Access 


In general, all roads across public land in the landscape area are open to travel by the public unless 
they are closed specifically for management purposes or during an emergency(see Appendix B, Map 
B-3). There are no Interstate highways located within the landscape area. Approximately 3 miles of 
U.S. Highway 20 form the southern boundary of a portion of the landscape area. Over 20 roads 
across public and private land in the landscape area have been assigned a name and number by 
Malheur County (Oregon State Highway Division, 1973). 


The BLM Vale District currently holds 28 easements on portions of roads located on private land in 
Malheur County, half of which are open to public travel. Two other casements for administrative 
access on portions of roads in Malheur County are held by the BLM Winnemucca District Office. 
Of these, nine are located within the LAMP area; two are open to public access, while the other 
seven are for administrative access only. The Access subsection of the Land and Realty section of the 
draft SEORMP indicates that road easements are normally acquired to provide administrative access 
to facilitate management (Chapter 2-92). The provision of public access is listed as another purpose 
to acquire access easements. Critical access needs, which have been identified by the public and 
various government agencies, include several locations within the landscape area (USD BLM 
1998b, Map-Land-1). A transportation managemen’ plan would be developed to guide and direct 
future transportation management decisions (USDI/BLM 199%8b). 


6.0 DATA COLLECTION AND ANALYSIS 


Bully Creek LAMP 


In order to formulate management recommendations in light of the current resource condition, 
numerous data were collected across the Bully Creek landscape area in the summer of 1998. These 
data were combined with and compared to data collected in earlier years to determine vegetative 
health trends, identify locations of specific resource problems, and lead to management actions that 
would achieve the goals and objectives of the LAMP. 


One or more allotment evaluations have been conducted in the past for all 1 and M allotments. 


Grazing management changes were implemented where feasible or necessary to solve identified 
resource problems. The most recent evaluations for the following allotments were: 


1987: Brian Creek 

1989: Bully Creek 

1991: Lava Ridge 

1993: West Bench, Allotment #3 

1994: Allotment #2, Richie Flat 

1995: Rail Canyon, Cottonwood Creek, Buckbrush, Westfall, Willow Basin 


6.1 Data Collection 


For upland pastures, including crested wheatgrass seedings, the dates and numbers of livestock 
grazed (actual use) have been collected for many years. Utilization of key forage grasses, including 
bluebunch wheatgrass, Thurbers needlegrass, Idaho fescue, and crested wheatgrass, has been 
evaluated yearly in most pastures following livestock removal. At least one permanent trend plot, 
consisting of a 3'x 3° photo plot, a 100° line intercept study (basal area cover of grasses, canopy cover 
of shrubs) and several photographic stations were established in the carly 1970's in most upland 
pastures across the landscape. These 36 plots were read in 1998, many for the third or fourth time, so 
trends could be determined and evaluated in view of objectives over the short-term (since the last 
reading) and the long-term (since the first reading). Professional judgment, consisting of the 
evaluation of field professionals who have spent considerable time in the area, was also used to 
evaluate upland trend. In addition, uplands were assessed for overall physical and biotic functioning 
using the SRH indicators (Standards | and 3). 
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Nearly all riparian areas were assessed using the guidelines for riparian PFC (USDI/BLM, 1993) 
which is Standard 2 of the SRH. Portions of many streams i: the landscape area have been 
photographed using low level aerial color infrared or true color photography. Some streams have 
more than one year of aerial photo coverage that can be used in determining riparian trend. Ground 
photo points, established at key mparian locations, were rephotographed on streams that have been 
studied before or established on newly identified nparian areas. Riparian trend was determined by 
comparing acrial photos and ground photo points as well as using professional judgment or the 
evaluation of the field professionals. 


Water quality (Standard 4) was addressed through all of the SRH indicators. Since water quality is 
directly and indirectly related to the watershed function of uplands, function of riparian areas, 
ecological processes of uplands and wildlife habitats, mmprovements in the SRH will benefit water 
quality. Assessment of Standard 4 was done by determining if the factors contributing to not 
functioning properly for Standards |, 2, 3 and 5 were affecting water quality. 


Conditions of uplands for wildlife values were assessed using the SRH indicator (Standard 5). 
Inventories have been conducted over many years to locate sage grouse ieks. ODFW provided 
noted when observed during assessments of SRH, and in-house records were incorporated. 


6.2 Results of Data Analysis 


An interdisciplinary team evaluated all available data collected to monitor resource response to 
management actions on a pasture and allotment basis. Summaries of trend findings, SRH 
assessments for Standards |, 2, 3 end 5, and other issues of concern (¢.g., noxious weeds, juniper 
invasion) are found in Appendix C for cach allotment and pasture. For all standards for rangeland 
health which fail to meet PFC, the current contribution of livestock was identified and is displayed in 
Appendix C. An assessment was also made of the effectiveness of management actions implemented 
since the last allotment evaluation. 


Upland vegetation trend plots, exclusive of crested wheatgrass seedings, show that of the 36 plots 
present, 22 across the landscape area are moving toward current upland management objectives, and 
14 are not moving toward objectives. With the exception of Richie Flat, which uniformly shows 
upward trends, every allotment contains pastures showing both upward trends and trends failing to 
meet upland management objectives. Allotment and pasture-specific summaries of trend are 
provided in Appendix C. 


There are 16 seeded areas in the landscape area. Most have lost significant amounts of crested 
wheatgrass basal area cover since the carly 1980. There has been a corresponding increase in 
sagebrush canopy cover in this same period of time in many of these seedings, resulting in a 
decreasing long-term trend in these areas. However, short-term trends indicate that crested 
wheatgrass cover has stabilized at a new low or is now slightly increasing in nine of the pastures, 
while continuing to decline in five. Only two seeded pastures, those in the Richie Flat Allotment, 
showed strong upward trends in cover of crested wheatgrass with declining or modest gains in cover 
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of sagebrush over the long-term The mcreased shrub component im many of these seedings has 
enhanced thes value for wildlife. Pasture-specific summaries are provided in Appendix C. 


An evaluation of the actual use and utilization adjusted for climate show that the carrying capacity of 
most allotments is within the range of authorized use. 


For Standard | (upland watershed function) of SRH, of the 109 total pastures, 20 pastures im 6 
allotments showed deficiencies at 40-75 percent of the sites assessed and were not meeting the 
standard. The remaining 89 pastures are meeting Standard! of SRH and would continue to move 
towards DRFC under current grazing management practices. 


For Standard 2 (riparian-wetland function), a tocal of 56 pastures out of 109 in all allotments were 
identified as having riparian resources in!]998. Prior to 1998, 12 pastures had been sdentified as 
having riparian resources (Appendix B, Map 8). Forty four new riparian areas were identified in the 
course of the 1998 evaluations. Forty seven of the 56 total pastures were evaluated as not mecting 
Standard 2 for SRH. Twenty two of these 47 pastures did not meet the standard as a result of current 
grazing management practices while the remaining 25 pastures did not mect standard due to other 
factors. 


Of the 210 miles of lotic mparian vegetation communities adjacent to perennial and intermasttent 
streams identified in the landscape area, the Standard 2 assessment identified 48 miles (23 percent) 
of the stream reaches to be PFC and 49 miles (23 percent) to be FARU (functioning at risk-upward 
trend). Portions of 57 miles (27 percent) of the stream reaches were FARN (functioning at risk-not 
apparent trend). Thirty five miles (17 percent) were FARD (functioning at nsk-downward trend) and 
the remaining 2! miles (10 percent) of stream reaches were NF (non-functional) where livestock use 
has been identified as a factor limiting attainment of function. The NF sections of streams are 
predominantly concentrated around a stream system in Allotment #3. 


Twenty pastures out of the total 109 present were identified as conta ning an aspen resource Almost 
all aspen stands within the landscape area are declining in health. Indications of decline include 
decadent and dead trees with little or no reproduction. Heavy utilization or the few reproductive 
shoots produced in these stands was observed at numerous sites. All monitoring methods, including 
ground photos, low level acral photography and mpanan evaluations, show downward trends for 


aspen. 


For Standard 3 (ecological processes), four allotments, Allotment #2, Brian Creek, Buckbrush and 
Lava Ridge, showed deficiencies at more than 40 percent of the sites assessed. All allotments except 
Bully Creek and Cottonwood Creek showed deficiencies at one or more sites assessed for this 
standard 


For Standard 4 (water quality), two stream segments have been identified as showing defficiencies 


within the landscape area. Although water quality impacts have been identified for only these two 
stream segments, other streams in the landscape area exhibit all or many of the same non-point 


source pollution problems. 
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Severe water quality, resulting from non-pomt source pollution, has been identified in Bully Creek 
from Westfall to the Bully Creek Reservoir, and Pole Creek (Oregon Statewide Assessment of 
Nonpoint Sources of Water Pollution Report, 1988). (see Table 4). This rating impacts the beneficial 
recreation. Long-term water quality data are sparse for the entire landscape arca. 


For Standard 5 (native, T&E, locally important species), 32 out of a total of 109 pastures were 
identified as not meeting the standard. Eight pastures in 4 allotments (Allotment #3, Brian Creek, 
Willow Basin, Lava Ridge) were not meeting the standard due to current grazing management 
practices. The remaining 24 pastures located im the previously mentioned 4 allotments plus Bully 
Creek, Cottonwood Creek, Allotment #2, Rail Canyon, Richie Flat and Buckbrush were not mecting 
the standard due to other factors. Five of the 32 pastures did not meet standards due to both current 
grazing management practices and other factors. In most of the crested wheatgress seedings, a loss of 
forbs and an increase of annual grasses and weeds has rendered the rangelands deficient to meet the 
needs of numerous wildlife species, particularly at the lower elevations. Other common problems 
were the increase of juniper in sage grouse habitat and poor reproduction or declines in bitterbrush or 
squaw apple communities important to loggerhead shnikes and mule deer. 


All standards of SRH that were not met were assessed for the cause of non-attainment. Results of 
that assessment are found in Appendix C of the LAMP. 


6.3 Coordination and Cooperation 


Following data collection and analysis, aii livestock operators in the landscape area had the 
opportunity to review data specific to their allotments. Their experience and observations frequently 
aided in the interpretation of the data and led to discussions on better ways to correct resource 
problems. Grazing systems and development of projects, shown im the Scction 7 have been designed 
to reverse the downward trends noted above and attain SRH. Several major constraints have guided 
the design of grazing systems (sce Table 7). Where riparian values are present, grazing during the 
hot season is limited. Where uplands are not mecting standards for rangeland health, penodic 
deferment or rest from grazing should promote healthy systems. Maximum allowable utilization 
levels have been identified to meet the needs of sage grouse during thew critical nesting season. 
Utilization limits have been modified from previous activity plans to limit heavy livestock use and to 
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herbaceous 6° stubbie height woody 
not to exceed 20% use of current year's 


al) pastures 
where trend 1s stata or upward 
where trend 1s down 

within 2 mules of known sage grouse lek where 


Source : Malheur Resource Area Interdisciplinary Team, Vale District BLM, 1998. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS AND IMPLEMENTATION 


71 Recommendations 


Following the collection and analysis of data, all livestock operators in the landscape area had an 
opportunity to review and discuss those data specific to their allotment(s) with BLM management 
specialists. If data showed that resource concerns needed to be addressed, new grazing schedules 
were developed with the appropnate livestock operator(s) along with proposed watershed and 
Recommendations (proposed decisions/new management prescnpuions) are designed to move the 
landscape arca towards meeting the defined goals, objectives and DRFCs and include a vanety of 
management actions described in Table 8. These standardized projects and implementation 
techniques have all been previously descrnbed and thei umpacts analyzed in existing planning 
documents (USDI/BLM 1980a, 1980b, 1982, 1998b). The proposed projects and other actions 
compnse resource management options available to the BLM, operators and others to assist in 
restonng and maintaiming the desired ecosystem function. Management actions may be mod fied or 
other actions may be described for use over the course of time depending on changing concerns, 
goals and objectives, or upon site-specific conditions. The implications of using other actions would 
be addressed prnor to implementation. 


Project Pnonuzation 


Prnonty for implementing management actions would depend on a number of factors (|) magnitude 
of resource concern, as identified in the Subbasin Review (USDI/BLM 1 998a) and in subsequent 
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data collecnon and monitoring efforts, (2) cooperanon of adjoming landowne: and or operator 
cooperation, (3) public input, (4) available funding. and/or (5) staffing All of these factors play a 
part in determining which management actions would be umpiemented in any one year Projects 
(Appendix A, Table 10) and other acnons recommended to address resource concerns were 


pnontzed, and an implementation list was compiled for Fiscal Year (FY) 1999. Project priorities 
would be developed annually and reflected in annual NEPA comphance documentanon. 


Table & Examples of Resource Management Actions 


Masagemeet Appicabic (, eidrtiers 206 
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Granng Schedules 


Resource concerns by pasture are described m Appendix C Where applocadic. these concerns 
established genenc factors or lumstanons placed on gramng schedules Tadic ~ and Appendix A. 
Table A-10 expla: these factors along with the uthizanon levels and duranon descnpnons ft rs 
wumportant to note that the duraton of gramng and unlizanon levels are both coca! factors being 
used to control the umpacts from Irvestock gramng Close af enon to these factors by both the 
lvestock permuttce and the BLM would be required to ensure success im achoeving the stated 
objectives. 


Appendix C coxntams the recommended grazing schedules for al! | and M allotments in the landscape 
arca winch would be um-icmented begunming in FY 2000 The schedules were developed to show 
resource umprovement by the nex: scheculed analysis of monstomng data The resource management 
achons contammed in Table § were consdered when developing gramng whedules T™ese resource 
management achons represent a means to aftain eMprovement im a reasouadle penad of nme and st! 
address identfied resource concerns. Pnvate land in Lava Rodge and Bran Creek Allotments were 
wmchuded im the gramng rotahon system with the operators cooperanon so Seth the prnvate and publoc 
land are achseving the same odyectrves dent fied for the LAMP arca 


Crtena for flexibility of lrvestock turnout pnor to Apni | or extension of use beyond October 3| 1s 
identified im Appendix A. Table A-!| Pasture move dates may vary from the defined schedule up to 
4 days on cach ude of the ident fied pasture move date Move dates outside of these general limits of 
flexstility due to climanc cond:pons, exceeding ident fied unlizanon levels (see Table *). or other 
factors would be conmdered by BLM staff wm at the nme of the request 


Move dates outude the general mts of flewbuity must be consistent with meeting resource 
management objectives to be authonzed 


Underttanding resource cond:pon across the landscape arca belips in adjusting |v estock pressure 
from ome area to another. sometimes crossing allotment boundanes. to enable recovery in pnonty 
arcas 


Custosial (C) Alotuments 


Gramng schedules for custod:a! allotments would remain as authonzed in conpuncnon with pry ate 
land so long as public land management objectives continue to be et Where there are resource 
concerns, such as mpanan. upland or wiidhfe habrtat. specific odyectrves for those resources would 
apply in addrmon. unhizanon standards and follow -up monitonng would be apphcatic The BLM 
would coordinate with those operators gramng |rvestock in custodial allotments. to ensure thew 
achons do sot result in downward trends in resource cond:pons Resource evaluahons may result in 
allotment category or management changes E stabirshing new trend plots to collect data may be 
required :m some cases 
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Existing Proiects - Mai 


There are numerous existing livestock projects across the landscape area (see Appendix A, Table A- 
9) which require periodic maintenance. These projects include cattleguards, fences, pipelines, water 
troughs, spring developments and reservoirs. Normal maintenance of these projects is expected to 
proceed as in the past; however, these projects may be reevaluated, and certain projects may be 
removed. 


Proposed Projects 


Projects recommended for implementation are described in the 1999 Appendix A, Table A-10. In 
order to take advantage of funding opportunities, some of these proposed projects will be 
implemented during FY 1999 with separate NEPA analysis. On an annual basis, this project list 
would be reviewed, modified, added or dropped. Those projects scheduled for implementation in 
fucure fiscal years would be addressed for NEPA requirements in subsequent Administrative 

. moe 


Proposed projects in the Beaver Dam Creek WSA and any future proposed new management actions 
or projects not addressed in the LAMP EA (Table 8 or 9 of this document or in Table A-10 of 
Appendix A respectively) would not have met NEPA requirements and would require additional 


impact analysis in subsequent environmental documents. 


7.2 General implementation Guidelines 


For all management actions, mitigation measures would be taken to avoid direct, indirect and 
cumulative adverse impacts to the following resources, or the projects would be abandoned. 


wild Study J 


Projects which may occur within the Beaver Dam Creek WSA must be consistent with BLM's IMP 
(USDI/BLM, 1995). Additional impact analysis may be required prior to a proposed project's 
approval. 


ACECs RNAs 


Projects which may occur within or adjacent to any designated ACEC/RNA (e.g. proposed North 
Ridge and South Ridge ACECs) would not conflict with the relevant and important values identified 
for these areas. 


Threatened and Endangered Species, and Cultural Resources 


Belly Creek LAMP 39 


Prior to any surface disturbi ve —_ ; ; ™ 
and cultural resource inventory surveys would be conducted. 


Rinerian M 


Projects which may occur within riparian conservation areas, as described in Appendix D of the draft 
SEORMP/EIS (USDI/BLM 1998b), would need to enhance riparian habitat or ensure habitats move 
towards DRFCs. 


Projects which may occur within key wildlife habitats (¢.g., sage grouse leks, nesting or winter 
habitat) would be designed to enhance identified habitat characteristics and conditions as described 
in Appendix F of the Draft SEORMP/EIS (USDI/BLM 1998b). 


Existing vehicular ways and roads would be used, whenever possible. Any necessary off- road travel 
would be done in such a manner as to minimize impacts to vegetation, underlying soils, and other 
resources. Where determined to be needed, off-highway vehicles with large, low pressure tires 
would be used. Traveling through riparian areas would be avoided wherever possible. 


8.0 MONITORING 


To complete the adaptive management cycle, monitoring would be critical to determine whether or 
not recommended management actions are achieving the stated goals and objectives, and moving the 
landscape area towards the DRFCs. The success of restoring and maintaining ecosystem function 
would be implemented through management actions on a site-specific basis. The conclusions drawn 
from these monitoring efforts would then be evaluated at the landscape scale to determine the overall 
health of the area. The conclusions would also be used to make recommendations on whether to 
continue current management or what changes need to be made in management practices to meet 
goals and objectives. The results could be changes in mitigation measures, future actions, 
monitoring elements, objectives, standards, guidelines, or some mixture of these. The results of 
monitoring may lead to changes in management within the landscape area. 


8.1 Monitoring Strategy 


Different levels of monitoring or accelerating regular monitoring cycles may be required due to 
prescribed fire, wildland fire, floods, drought or other climatic conditions, administrative actions or 
corrections related to land status, management or trespass, and other unforseen events. All 
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monitoring data would be promptly analyzed and applied in adaptive management. Data would 
continue to be available to interested or affected publics and agencies. Additional references on 
broad scale monitoring strategies and protocols caa be found in the Appendix 3 of the Draft 
ICBEMP (USDA/USDI 1997). 


Regular and supplemental monitoring methods would include the following (all time frames imply 
~, y 


Standards for Rangeland Health 


SRH assessments would be conducted at a minimum of every 10 years. Assessment would include 


the SRH (USDI/BLM 1997). 
Upland Trend 


Upland trend assessments would be conducted at a minimum of every 10 years and would include 3’ 
x 3° photo trend plots, line intercept method and professional judgment as described in the Vale 
District Monitoring Plan (VDMP) (USDI/BLM 1983). 


Riverien Tread 


Riparian trend studies would be assessed at a minimum of once every 10 years and would 
incorporate aenal and surface (ground) photography. Perennial and intermittent streams in the 
landscape area would be flown according to protocols described in the VDMP (USDI/BLM 1983). 
Interpretation would follow the guidelines found in The Use of Aerial Photography to Manage 
Riparian-Wetland Areas TR1737-10 (USDV/BLM 1994c). Established riparian photopoints would be 
retaken and evaluated. As necessary, new riparian photopoints would be established. 


Herbaceous Studies 


Herbaceous production studies would be conducted annually and would include utilization and 
actual use studies. Maximum allowable utilization levels are shown in Appendix A, Table A-7. 
Methods are described in the VDMP (USDI/BLM 1983). At this time, rapid assessments would be 
made of the adequacy of utilization levels established for sage grouse habitat needs (40 percent 
utilization at established transects, and 7-‘ inch stubble height in nesting habitat on key grass species 
following regrowth). 


Deuter Menino 
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Oculz: monitoring would be conducted and compliance inspection forms prepared in pastures or 
areas of concern on an periodic basis to provide an assessment of resource conditions and 


compliance with management direction. 
Supplemental Studies 


Supplemental studies would be conducted as needed or pernodically as budget and staffing permit. 
Saltiitien Sechiiin dhalen antler ond tetensinn aedl peer i saciiees or 
bird species diversity (¢.g., sage grouse habitat zone mapping in coordination with ODFW liek 
monitoring techniques are described in the VDMP (USDI/BLM 1983), BLM handbooks and 
Technical references. 


Weed Monitor 


Monitoring weed infestations would include the annual mapping and treatment of all known and any 
new knapweed infestations and Class “A” invaders until the infestation is eliminated (see Appendix 
A, Table A-5). Other noxious weed infestations would be treated as budget and staffing permits. 


PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 


This LAMP is being developed in cooperation with the public and other local, county, state and 
than 120 individuals on our mailing list along with local watershed councils have received letters and 
copies of the bulletin, “Flash Lights!", which provided information on the progress of LAMP 
development and public mectings announcements. Public involvement is an ongoing process which 
occurs prior to and during LAMP development. It provides the public a platform to address their 
concerns and comments on resource issues, management objectives and recommendations. 


Responsible participants as defined in the Draft SEORMP, Appendix D (USDI/BLM, 1998b) and 
their level of involvement in this LAMP was determined by land ownership and the position and 
pattern of property within the landscape area. This included BLM, other local, county, state and 
Federal agencies and livestock operators and other affected interests within this landscape area A list 
of participants is on file at the BLM Vale District Office. 


MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT OVER TIME 


10.1 Timeline and Estimated Costs of Implementation 


The timeline for implementing the LAMP would commence with project development in FY 1999 
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and continue for a minimum of 10 years. Although resource improvement is expected within this 
10-year period of time, it may take longer to attain the DRFCs across the entire landscape area. 
Therefore, the timeline would be continuous. The LAMP is dynamic, and changes in direction may 
be required to adapt to changes in resource conditions as well as in the social and economic 
environment. 


The cost for implementing the LAMP would vary from year-to-year, depending on project needs, 
available funding sources, and other issues (Table 10). Funding needs are known for FY 1999. The 
projects listed in Appendix A, Table A-9 would be implemented in priority order until funding has 
been exhausted. Costs of future projects (through year 2009) are only an estimate. The number of 
projects and costs should gradually taper off once resources are moving towards DFRCs. 


Table 10. Estimated LAMP Implementation Costs 


10.2 Reasonable Assurance of Implementation 


The BLM is required to comply with many laws, mandates, regulations, policies and Executive 
Orders in directing multiple-use management on public land within the landscape area. This 
includes compliance with the Clean Water Act, Oregon standards for water quality, and other 
directives to ensure resources benefit the Nation and its economic and social needs. Management 
ecosystems as described in SRH and in the Draft SEORMP/EIS (USDI/BLM 1998b). 


Implementation of the LAMP would be the responsibility of the Vale District, Malheur Resource 
Area staff. The goal is to jointly fund (along with watershed partners, such as the Bully Creek 
Coalition, GWEB, and Malheur/Owyhee Watershed Council) a Bully Creek Coordinator, who would 
oversee project development, monitoring, reporting functions and other responsibilities required for 
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GLOSSARY 


Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC). Area where special management attention is required 
to protect and prevent irreparable damage to important historic, cultural, or scenic values, fish and wildlife 
resources, or other natural systems or processes, or to protect humans from natural hazards. 


Arid. Without moisture, extremely dry 


Aridic (soil moisture regimes). Soils in arid climates that are dry for a large part of the year. Little 
leaching occurs in these soils and soluble salts accumulate in the subsurface. 


Class “A” Weeds. A weed of known economic importance occurring in the County in small enough 
infestations to make eradication practicable -- or not known to occur, but its status in surrounding Counties 
or States makes future occurrence seem imminent. 


Class “B” Weeds. A weed of known economic importance and of limited distribution in the County, is 
subject to intensive control or eradication where feasible. 


Class “C” Weeds. A weed of known economic importance and of general distribution that should be 
subject to control as local conditions warrant. 


C (Custodial) category allotment. Includes a high percentage of private land and is managed custodially 


Desired Range of Future Condition. A portrayal of the land, resources, and socio economic conditions 
expected in 50 to 100 years if management objectives are achieved. This is a vision of the long-term 
condition of the ecosystem. 


Ephemeral stream. A stream or reach of stream that flows only in direct response to precipitation. It 
receives no continuous supply from melting snow or other source, and its channel is above the water table at 
all times. 


Eutrophic. designating a body of water in which the increase in mineral and organic nutnents has reduced 
the dissolved oxygen, producing an environment that favors plant over animal life. 


Fenced Federal Range (FFR). Usually small tracts of public land, fenced into pastures with larger 
amounts of private land. Generally these are non-intensive management areas, however, there 1s some pubhc 
land included in intensive management allotments (I category) which fit this definition. 


Frigid (soil temperature regime). Soil with a mean annual temperature lower than &°C and the differeme 
between mean summer and winter soil temperatures is greater than 6°C 
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Geal. The desired state or condition that a resource management policy or program is designed to achieve a 
goal is usually not quantifiable and may not have a specific date by which it is to be completed. Goals are 
the basis from which objectives are developed. 


I (improve) category allotment. Managed to improve current unsatisfactory resource conditions and will 


Intermittent stream. A stream or reach of stream that flows for prolonged periods when it receives 
groundwater discharge or long, continued contributions from melting snow or other surface and shallow 
subsurface sources. 


Landscape (subbasin) level. A diverse land area made up of a group of interacting ecosystems that are 
repeated in similar manner throughout the area. The Bully Creek plan uses common watershed boundanes 
that share common resource values as the landscape boundary. 


M (Maintain) category allotment. Managed to maintain current satisfactory resource conditions and will 
be actively managed to ensure that resource values do not decline. 


Mesic. Moist. 


Mesic (soil temperature regime). Soil with a mean annual temperature between 8°C and 15°C and the 
difference between mean summer and winter soil temperatures is greater than 6°C. 


Objective. Planned results to be achieved within a stated time period. Objectives are subordinate to goals, 
are narrower in scope and shorter in range, and are more likely to be attained. Time periods for completion, 
and outputs or achievements that are measurable and quantifiable, are specified. (BLM Manual 1601) 


Perennial stream. A stream in which water is present during all seasons of the year. 


Proper Functioning Condition. The functioning condition of riparian-wetland areas is a result of 

when adequate veyetation, landform, or large woody debris is present to dissipate stream cnergy associated 
bedload, and aid floodplain development, improve food-water retention and ground water recharge, develop 
characteristics to provide the habitat and the water depth, duration, and temperature necessary for fish 


Public Land. Any land or interest in land owned by the United States and admunistered by the Secretary of 
the Intenor through the Bureau of Land Management. 
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hydrologic cycle), water quality, and 
species of local umportance 


wildlife, historic, cultural, and other similar values and are 
provides for the designation of three types of rivers: recreation, scenic. and wild 


Xeric (soil moisture regimes). Soils in Mediterrancan-like climates where winters are moist and cool and 
summers are warm and dry. 
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blucgrass. 


Primary shrub species are W yorrung and basin ng 
sagebrush, primary grass species are blucbunch 
wheatgrass, Thurber neodicgrass and Sandb<g 


Occamona! idaho fescue with blocbunch wheatgrass 
and Sandberg bluegrass. Bitterbrush and squaw appic 
may be found along with ng sagebrush. 


Thurber neediegrass component. 


Primary grass species 1s bluebunch wheaigrass with a 


sagetrush 


Primary grass species 1s idaho fescuc, bitterbrush and 
squaw apple occur im munor amnounts with basin tng 


Sandberg bluegrass. 


Includes exthe low or stiff « gebrush, prmarniy with 
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Primary grass species is pant wildrye with a blucbunch 


A-3 


Primary Species 


Predominantly idaho fescue and lesser amounts of blucbunch 


wheatgrass with a small component of mountain big sagebrush 
and bterbrush. 


Primarily blucbunch wheatgrass with an Idaho fescue 
component, litte beg sagebrush and bitterbrush are present. 


Idaho fescue with some bluebunch wheatgrass: large amounts 
and varieties of forbs may be present: shrubs inclu Je mountain 


Primarily low sagebrush and ideho fescue with small amounts 
of bluebunch wheatgrass; a minor bitterbrush component may 
be present. 


modified by culuvanon practices. 


Very deep, loamy soils. 
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Table S. Weed species 


Malbew County Weed Control Dustnct, Weed Comrol 


and Clase ficanan § ual Lint 


Class “A” Weeds 
A weed spenes of known coanamec importance accurming im the county in ena!) augh imfestavans to make cradbcaban 
pracucal g the weed spenes 1s nat known to accur im the county, bul is status im surrounding counties ae mates makes 2 
future accurrence seam uTsTunct. 


Scteatific Name ( ommos Name 
Centaures macwlosa spotted knapwead (currently found im landscape area) 
Centaurea diffusa & fuse Knapwead 
Centaurea solstitialis yellow sarthisiec 
Euphoria exela leafy spur gc 
Chondnilia _| rush sheicanwosd 
Class “B” Weeds 
A weed speces of known econarmc importance and of limite ‘ de ribynan im the county subyect to intens:ve cantrol ar 
cadcavan whee feambic 
Scientific Name ( ommos Name 
Cardwus mutans rusk thistle 
Centaurea repens (Acroptilon repens) Russian knapwead 
‘ acanthium | Scatch thiale 
Class “C” Weeds 
A weed speces of known econarmac impartance and of general distributan subyect to cantrol as jaca! cand:tans warrant. 
Scientific Name ( ommos Name 
Cardana pp whitetap (heart, lens and globe padded) 
Cirsium arvense Canada thistie 
Fhyemes Capwl medusa Moadusahead rve 
Kochia scoparia kacha 
Leprdiwm latifolnem perennial pepper weed 
Salsole kali Rusman thistle 
Other noe-astive weeds 
Not mn the county weed class ficatan systen. 
Chorispora tenella blue mustard 
Cirsiem vwlgere bull thiale 
Lactuce serriola prickly lettuce 
Leprdiwm perfolanem (lagpeng pepper weed 
Ramer what iti wiales bur buttercup 
Survie a/risimem turnble mustard 
Carman mullen 
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” Effective spring 1996. E = endangerad. T = threatened, ( = canchdate 


Effective September 199] SEN = sensitive species, ASM * assesament gpecies, TRA © tracking gecies 


BLM USFWS Occepeacy 
States ' States * States * 

c DB 
ASM Di 
TRA DB 
ASM SB 
T wR 
SEN DB 
SEN DB 
ASM DB 
TRA SB 
SEN DB 
SEN DB 
SEN DB 
SEN DB 
SEN U 
SEN DB 
SEN SK 
SEN DB 
SEN U 
SEN DB 
SEN DB 
hzard, desert horned Phrymosoma platyrhinos ASM DB 
hzard, Mohave black collared Crotaphytus becinctores ASM DB 
zara, Northern SEN SK 


’ Occupancy Status pertains to Malheur Resource Area, and may not be valid for the Bully Creek Landscape area. DR = 


documented breeder, SB = suspected breeder, DM = documented mgrant, SM © suspected mgrant. 


U © uncertain, A * absent, WR = winter resident 
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Commeats 


Heavily umpacted by habe! joss | and untraduchan 
of exotx spaces, remdes in permancm watc 
(usually near springs) wih aigac or macrophyte 
gow? fa cove. 


AdGagnabic. ermila breeding habetat requirements 
to spotted frogs, thes largely terrestrial species can 
be found far fram water 


More closely bed to permanem wate than westan 
toad. Breechng occurs in engapan duiches, sow 


‘ Possible bytndizanan with ranbow trout (Currens | 994), 

> ODFW stocking program goals provide angler opportunsties in mountan reservous whach are used by Vale Ontano and 
idaho remdents. 

* Removal of npanan vegetaton and lowered water tables adversely affect frog populanons. and excessive sechments may 
reduce survival of overwintenng adults. 
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oe Homestead Spring G55 | T.16S_R. 41 EB, Section 28 SEMSEX CA 
Upper Mud Spring Gs? | T.I7S.R. 41 EB, Section 3 SEMNWK CA 
Buckbrush ( sttleguard 0695 | T.I7S.R. 41 E, Section 29 SEMNWK 
Sahers Canyon Reservin: ons | T.17SR 41 E., Section 25 SWUNWH CA 
Twin dumpe. Spring T. 16S. R41 B, Section 22 NWKNWH CA 
Chokecherry Spring 1122 | T. 16S. R41 B, Section 26 SWUSWh CA 
NG Creek Seeding Protective heme 1132 | T.17S.R 41 EB, Section 26 SEMSW CA 
Dry Creek Cattheguard 1215 | T.17S.R 41 B, Section 16 NWUNEK CA 
Low Spring 1°33 | T. 16S.R. 41 E, Section 27 NEMNWK CA 
Carey Horse Spring S64 | T. 16S. R41 B, Section 22 SEMSEX CA 
Pin Bune ( stieguard 1866 | T. ISSR 41 EB, Section 5 NWKSWK NI 
Buck brush Seeding Pronective Fence 2077 | T. 17S R41 B, Section 3) NWUNEM CA 
Huck brush ( attleguard 2104 | T.I7S.R 41 B, Section 29 SEMSWh NI 
Conon wood Mountain Fence 3735 | T.16S.R. 41 EB, Section 26 NWUNWK CA 
Mud Spring 4079 | T.18S. R41 EB, Secdon 4 SEUSW CA 
Homestead Reserv ou 4252 | T.16S.R 41 B, Section 33) NWKSEX CA 
Chalk Spring 4579 | T.18S.R 416, Section 3 NEXSWh CA 
Buck brush f ence es | T. 17S. 8. 41 E., Seotion 14 NWENWS CA 
Povscn Bune hese ou $104 | TITS R41 B, Section 9) SEMSEX (red 
birebreak Reserva $201 T. 178. 8.416. Section 2) SEUNES LA 
Rig Poison Reservow $242 | T 17S. R410, Section 2 NWKSEX CA 
Bully Creek LAMP Appendix A A-17 


0 


oy 


Brady Reservow TS. R. 41 E, Section 9 SWHSEX CA 
Buct Bas Reservow $246 | T. 17S. 8. 41 E, Section 28 NWKSEX CA 
Prasoe Bune Pipeline $464 | T.17S_R 41 E, Section 32 SWKNEX “I 
Willow Bamn | North Fork Cetieguard 0413 | T.21S.R WE. Section 17 NEXNWH NI 
_— Bendue fence om | T.I7TS.R VE, Section 2 NWENWH CA 
Lake Rudge Feme 0590 | T.17S_R WE. Section 25 NWKSWH CA 
Bog Fiat Reservow 21 | T.17S,R ME. Section 33 NWSE CA 
Maz!) Boa Canyon Reservow 23 | T.18S.R WE, Section 3 NWUNEX CA 
Taylor Reser ow Goes | T. 18S. R SE. Section 12 NWUNEX CA 
Jenkins Reservou T. 17S. R. WE, Section 17 SEMSWh CA 
Little Jumper Spring 1067 | T. 18S.R. WE. Section 6 SEMNEX CA 
Antelope Spring (083 | T. 17S. R IE, Section 28 SWUNWK CA 
Coyote Spring 1117 | T. 18S.R WE, Section 6 SEMNWH CA 
Comonwoad Creek Seeding fence 1118 | T. 18S.R. WE. Section 24 NEMNEX CA 
Upper Willow Spring Kaman ( attieguard 116 | T. 18S.R WE, Section IS SEXSWh NI 
Bully Creek Cattheguard 1208 | T. 18S.R. 4B. Section 24 NWUNEX NI 
Steamboat Rudge Divimon Fence 1377 | TF. 17S. R. ME. Section 9 NWUNEX CA 
Bag Fiat Divison Fence 1379 | T. 17S. R. ME. Section 22 SWKSWh CA 
Willow Basin Spring 1466 | T. 18S.R. ME. Section 10 SEMNWH CA 
Sheep Rock Spring 1742 | T.17S.R. 37 E, Section 2 SWUNWH CA 
Sheep Rock ( attieguard 1770 | T.17S. RITE, Section 3 SEMNEX NI 
Hannah Place ( attleguard 1864 | T. 18S. R. 40E. Section 7 SEXNWh NI 
Cottonwood Creek Seeding ( at leguard 2 4237 | T. 188. R. E., Section 25 SWHGW NI 
Render Ridge (ora! 4947 | T. 18S. RE. Section 2 NWUSEX NI 
Jenkins State Block Fence 5090 | T. 17S. R. ME. Section 13} NEMSES CA 
Pan Handle Fence 50v6 | T. 18S. R. WE. Section 12 NEUNEX CA 
Little Inchan Reservow S212 | T. 18S. R. WE. Section 9 SWHSES CA 
Coyote Reservow 5213 | T. 17S. R. WE. Section 22 SWUNEX CA 
Bully Reservou 5215 | T.17S.R. ME. Section 35 NWKSEX CA 
Hanna Reservou 2 5216 | T. 17S. R. WE. Section 35 SWUNWH CA 
Bag inchan Reservon: 5217 | T. 18S. R. WE, Section 1) SEUNWH CA 
Scott Reservou 5249 | T.17 8. R. WE. Section 22 NWUNWY CA 
Rendare ( reek Spring bac losure 5274 | T.17S. RSE, Section 14 NEXSWh Ni 
Pik Spring S275 | T.17S. BR. 3° E, Section 14 NEUNES Good 1980 
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$276 | T.17S_R 38E, Section 28 SEMSWK Fax 199! 
Antelope Reservou $277 | T.17S.R 38E. Section 20 NEKSEX NI 
Wiuskey Guich Spring $278 | T.17S.R.37 EB, Section 23 NEMNEX CA 
Willow Bags Reservow S289 | T.18S.R.38E. Section & NEKNEX NI 
Mailbox (anyor Brust (onto! $304 | T.17SR SSE, Section 26 SWKSEX NI 
Panhandle Brust Contro! S305 | T.18S_R OE, Section 6 SEMNWK N 
lnduas (reek Brush ( onero| $306 | T.18SR IE, Section I] SWKSEX NI 
Willow Bama Brush Control 5307 | T.18SR 3BE. Section 3 SWUSWK NI 
School Marm Spring $357 | T.17S,R 38E, Section 2? NEKMSEX CA 
Steam Spring $358 | T.17S,R 38E, Section 2] SWKNW NI 
Arthe: Spring $360 | T. 17S, RISE, Section 7 SWKSEX NI 
Rye Spring $361 | T.17S,R.37E., Section 10 NEMSEX Ni 
_| Mahan Spring $458 | T.17S.R.38E., Section 28 SWUNEX NI 
Lave Ridge | Jenkins Well 0480 | T.18S.R 0B, Section 4 SWUNEX CA 
= John Smt Allotment Fence 0487 | T. 18SR 0B, Section 2 SEXMSWH CA 
Lava Ridge Seeding 0961 | T.17S.R 40E., Section 4 NWKNWK NI 
Jordan Reservou 1020 | T. 17S, R39 B, Section 13 SENSE CA 
Lava Rudge Seeding Protective Fence 1126 | T.17S.R 406, Section 28 NEMNEX CA 
Becker Table Cartleguard 1852 | T. 18S.R 40E, Section 6 NEMNWK NI 
Indian Creek Divinon Fence 3768 | T.17S,R 4B, Section 31 SWKNWH NI 
Lave Ridge Division Fence 4112 | T.17S.R 4B, Section 26 SWKSWK CA Good 
Tyree Spring 4764 | T.17S,R 4B, Section 26 NWKSWK CA Good 
Smit Horse Pasture Fence $093 | T. 18S.R 4B, Section 3 NWKSWH CA 
North Bully Creek Reservou $282 | T. 17S. R 4B, Section 0 NEMNEX (wooed 
East Lave Reservou $283 | T. 17S, RE, Section 3S SEMSEX Good 
West Lava Ridge Reservouw $204 | T.17S.R 4B, Section NEKSWK not boldang 
weter 
North Bully Creek Drvimoan Fence $535 | T.17S.R 4B, Section 0 SEMNWK Goad 
Wes Ben h 
104 
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Prapased Target 
| soca Acthos FY 


TIPS R41E Sec 24 Manguine eyctatee & reduce eagetrus © har avi § om see and 2001 
mxrcammg Goveraty kx ange grower habeas Tree 600 S00 ares ma 
mossa peers wah s brush beater wrth the orgmal 10) acres 

modimg Seed s ma of cremed whesigras and forte where necessary) 


| Cae oguans 


Os * marl TISS R42 Sec. (omaructon ex tudung s sia purnp 2001 


Oo Retstomawe Annus TI®S R42E See 147 Mangpuiste -epeistee & marcas forts and ream pekes of 2001+ 
ange mene sagetrud: Burn and ered 2 S(O acres of annua! rangeland © ah a mo 
re a aaah aaa 


os Bol Springs Pipe tne TIES R41E Sec. 13, NENE 2 males pereiane recomstri tae repea oment ww. 
Repenemen: TISS REDE Sec. 7, SWSW 


os Needung Managem 1 TITS R42E See. 15 lenprove now astrve spedimg Viger and prckauvty whi mm reasing 200) 
gras and fort drveraty t heme fe wibkdh'e retamung rut mosen 
Treat appronamaieh | 600 acres m 8 mosea petiern wah s brush heater 
wither the orgma! 2000 acre weding A created wheatgrass forth ma 
t 4 wil be erected @ areas having « pare under@ory 


on Seectang Managemen: TISS R4IE See M benprove nom aatrve ereding vigor and prehatn ty whie mcreasing 2001+ 
thrub and ford drverwty ( omender reapeding s poruce of the ongma! 
seeding © the north (ae brush heater © remove sagebrud from 
appronmnatety SOO acres of the ongmal 600 acre seding Rewed «ah 
creed tort ma where there » me (Ta en! remnan! plants 


0” Rocke Rparan Pamure hence TITS R4QIE S «33.2920 Combane three exc insure bektang pastures &) make s panan pasture \ow 
and remove okt lene whet ell allow or duran use © ering 


o” Newcting Managemen: To he drermaned bmprove apedang vigor and proctuctrety while ex reasing diruh and 2001+ 
for drveraty Treat | 000 acres of sagebrush © 8 mosax patern uung 
0 brush beater withe the origins! 259) acre seeding 


Then conssder fence removal or manage as npanan pasture Nowe 
Retkand trou! present 


TI®S R4OE Sec 18, SWSE Reper cxmting fen. ¢ around reservow and deveip water gap kn 1909 


TIPS R4OE Sec. 15,16, 21, Protects extensive ripenan areas and (reates s npenan pasture om ¢ 1999 
2228 penan paeniab are determine 


Prepased 
Name Lecaties Aches 
i] Copenwood Creek Sturcage TIGS R4IE Sec 4 Reomerutes 4 mamicnance 200) 
Teak 
oe bas ( omoewood Pasture TIS R4IE Sec 33, M O S mnie Gwwece fence Conroe 200) 
Feuce 
as Alpement #3 Reservor Fence TIGS R4OE Sec. 12 hence reservow and Geveie water gap ke breed ead 
Recom@ructan 
os West ( omomwond Pasture TIBS R4OE Sec. 35 0 S mae Queue fence COR 200) 
Fence 
Oo Spring Protection TIS RIVE Sec. 19 Prosect qpemg 4 remove aoc tank from ribwtary & ( cfomwand a0 
(reek 
~ += }----- 
os Lote Reservoe TI®S R4OE Sec. 15, SESE Repes cimtmg reservow exc iemure and Gewetop ater pap for ives 
beesxd 
10,11 V epetatee congo! TIVS RIVE Sec. 3.10 Control ervadang pungper and reweenae Gn aden! mounam agers 200) 
TIGS RIVE Sac. 5 on 640 acres by cutting and prescribed burns @ two portions of Nort 
TIPS RIVE Sec. 3, 10 Studborse anc the northwest edge of South Caregorn ( reek pastures 
0 Kamen, ( anyor TINGS ROSE Sec. 3233.64 3 males (x hodang | male @ WSA) Gwe fence contracts 2001 
Rad Canyon Pasture beme 
10205 
Oo Albement berm « TITS RIVE Sec. 13, NWNE | make aliement Gwen fence constra tee 200) 
Richer Plat 01 Radge Road Reservow Prowcts TITS R408 Sec 26, NWSW See deacrpeace for Lava Rage Alinemen: ed 
1a214 
01 Needing Managemen’ To be determmed bmprove now astrve srecing Vigor and prockac tty whe ex reac 2001+ 
Qrvb and fort deveruty _ 
a? v control To be devermamed Conenier control measures fx evading pungper (ow prurty) 2005+ 
Bran ( reet 01 Pasture Fence TIGS R4IE See. 5 3S mates Gree fence construction wes 
10215 
01 Mountam Spring | TITS R4IE Sec. 8, NWNE Construct aew fencing qpring bones. peeiines and goughs (ham lows 
Mountam Spring - TITS R4IE See. 4, NWSW hener dastributoe of bvesnk and reckced presmurr oe opener arces 
Mountam Spring | TITS R4IE See. 4, NWNW 
Mountae Spring 4 TITS R4IE See. 3), SWSW 
Mount Spring § TITS R4IE Sec. 33, SWNW 
Mountam Sprung * TITS R4IE Sec. 33, SENW 
a | —_— = 
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PY epee 
( arsoes Aches 
TITS BOlE Gee 7 LD apes eer) grees ant Pete oe Oe wed Bot heey 
wes hh remmetng ofie ce ee oe 


Pema Ce wet beet oe rt Pam eo come 
agetret ae ee Ho or gms weg (AO 
peaed bet een mae wher on emery 

Pemmare OO) to tered heme Gc t ngetret amg foe 
qermerh 6 ere (Oe gee “Kan wed (he me 


was end betes ehert or comer) 
Te germ eng ang es ame! pee te) A oe ree Ort ame! bt 2aO)- 
@verw) Oe teed eee eb em egret ae hee 
eres of Gee rym 650 are reg A ef reed 
© herwtgr ee ane! tete eter ee ce 
TITS RIE See} lS ae erm ces fem omer we ~~ 
THOS R4IE See 28, M4 OS 2! mes orth eed fee omer oe 
TIES R4IE See 49,2) Ponte amides be ewer (amma cangr ined 200) + 


TI7SR 8 See 112326 


Part amd ered 640 eres @ Man threat \erctng Pemture am 40 me ree 
© Tarmas Peaturt © ehetinee annus rangrinm! | ome 
aatre gresers are! bets 


Bore amd eed 80 eres 4 anmue cengeriam © Oh em Retr 
greeers amd forte Reetem pee hes engetrwst 


TISS RISE See 12.12 


Berm rnae mature angrier Gam am! om rem orpristne bere 
(we prem ried fer amt owtmg © Comm! evening peg oe MH 
eres) apie © ee cree greener! Genang: © fe etry 
egret warmene, 


The trterenanes! 


Te Retr ame 


TISS RISE See th)4 
THTS ROTE See 14121) 


-__——— oe 


Bee enete nature sane cam tb am! me he sw mling meng 
(ae prem ried fire and cwtmg © wee OO are oe Bae Meee 
Peers at ME) ares a ely) ( reek Pasture be pungner eee am! 


Ermey me eae agreed eer en peer wr unee. 


THOS ROOF See 34 
TI7S BOOP See M 


) mart orth eed peso fee me ear ee 


TITS R4OF See 3, 10 


“——— ooo ooo oor or oe oer er ere ee ee 


TIS R4OF Sec 3), NENE 


-——-——-—-—-— oor oro 


——_—-— ————o ooo or oor or oo er ee Oe 
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TA 


pre 4 
ones 


Rater Bet Rew bem TITS RaGE See A TS 


Nereg ha ene pre TITS RAGE See De NETS 


Rem) cost teres feme | at ewe orn ee BF cg 
ieee at ww Bate Bate fe See 


-—-_ - -_—_—— -< 


% Rater Bed Beers cme) ore ee ry he per 
nm wg? 


faa & Wee Loe et @ TSS ROOF See 2 
et oe TITS Rat Gee M 


ages Peerat «gree am! bet © ee ering pee cae 
eee @ Be ae cote 

| beet Newer © ee get © 6 ce ee peters 

ae cee © ere te ngme EE a etm Sk rae 
oem ie em! bet me her on come 

ee ee 


Prem ( Gee peters 


iw 


> -——_——<—-<—<—-=— 


B nermamate Norse THRE RON See D627 
8 ange earn 


 Peamare sunnier: em! samme. arr ce ete 8 Apne 


Bully Creek LAMP Appendix A 


73 


i ee 
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nm and tote Rees pen tes of eangetrwd 


2@D!- 


Were aha oo? ge gro were ant ee eoee GIy 8 ETT Fu ee tng “ue Poe 
“a. temrvar Qroug? “sr or Oe pees ume @ Apr) and ML “Newtung 8.) © hens Oe ee eee mee 
——T orem Super we cured OP. and aumme Wight ite eg oon 
Sadie my Reere) booms er Garg ores hg game © me ee peed Cmvemie © cart) Mant 6 eer 9 deer ame 
wow tee omg? sae se Gecmuned & aor eee re me 
= 
Ropers een Beers) foment ae © ere Ghee ewe fur ©" and ow eee 1 AMP Tame 
= Ven” ew pore Tete eed hug? cneee™ Ger hee gang FE Ow ame ee eee ae where 
pe as rend a 
pend Hee? | eytestentenn ead aute puieds an Gan Guage On clint queen eae Gaey ep be 
om ge De termng gracing afm afer Ris une pes des or mae NERD amc og 
Range Reet =— sf stead er er) Qe: & ae Redwied Ome (uae omer © grarimg ews gracing #)! OF OF a Ree ore 
©. “6 ogee Sevond = ° auews fete ung oruene are oe” 
et od | Few peremmais) "ee degre and > green ate gow | Sigm fk am pereamais) © 
| leet sage and 2 are gow? em ud gree eo mtr grew? Othe a lewd 
em eee gree Average © ate grow R OD aid grow preem a 6 ate grows wrthew td 
ermine ioe 
guaerre Mae Average $4 tee growth rR oid growth preaem ow © mtv! grow withew oid 
ioe 
Fiamma | 8 ee gee te Fw WHE old OWE prone ors RIVE Owe erhew oid grew 
iat owe Se etre gree ea ud goer? sreeem «om bee greet how ud grown 
ae i 
— — Sefcrem eos mmenare cmiats © allem adequate egret = epnng ‘sii ange 
- . 
Gee ater — Peatures mua news adequate sok weer ee 
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Map 4. Bully Creek Landscape Area 
Big Game Winter Range 
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APPENDIX C 


DRAFT 6-36-99 
Allotment/Pasture Characterizations 
and Grazing Schedules 
Table of Contents Acronyms and Abbreviations 
1&M Allotments ACEC - Area of Critical Environmental Concern 
AMP . Allotment Management Plan 
Name Number Page AUM - Anumnal Uns Month 
Bully Creek oo132 7 C Allotment - Custodial 
Comonwood Creek 10140 . D - Downward trend 
Allotment #2 1020! T DRFC - Desered Range of Future Condmon 
Allotment #3 10202 is EX > perumental exclosure excluded from grazing 
Rail Canyon 10205 27 FAR - Functhoneng at risk 
Rochoe Flat 10214 32? FARD - Functhoming at nsk with downward trend 
Bran ( reek 10215 % FARN - Functhoming at msk woth not apparent trend 
Buckbrush 10218 9 FARU - Functioning at nsk with upward crend 
Westfall 00227 9 FFR - Fenced Federal Range 
Willow Basin 10222 43 FY - Fiscal Year 
Lava Ridge 10223 48 | Allotment - improve 
West Bench 20104 $2 M Allotment - Manta 
MFP - Management Framework Plan 
C Allotments MRA - Malheur Resource Area 
N.No 
Boston Horse Camp oo113 $$ 
Juniper Mountain 001s $$ aa 
Cow Creek Individual 0O\44 $$ oar . Nem fonctions! 
aaa 7 NR - No mpanan present 
a cnaanaan aaa ~ ODEQ - Oregon Department of Environmental Quality 
. individual ODFW - Oregon Department of Fish and W iidlife 
— a “ PFC - Proper funct condition 
West Clover Creek 10213 Se — 
RNA - Research Natural Arca 
RSEX - Reservow exclosure 
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S . Saatx rend 

SD - Saatx © downward rend 

SEORMP . Southeamern Oregon Resource Managemen: Plan 

Sl Saatx © upward rend 

SRH Standards For Rangriand Healrh 

Standards For Rangciand Health | W meruhed Function | plands - 
Upland sous cutest infiltrapon and permeatelity rates moesture 
@orage. and stabelety thal are appropriate to sow! clomate and 
landform 

Standards For Rangriand Health > W mervhed Funchon Rimarnan 
Wetland Areas Rupanan-ectiand areas are in property 
funchoming pirywecal comdman apprapraic to sol clemate and 
landform, 

Standards For Rangeiand Health } Ecologycal Processes Healthy 
productive and érverse plant and amema! populatoms and 
COMmunbes appropnate to sol clemate and landform are 
supported by ecological processes of sutment Cyc img. energy 
flow and the bydrologx cycle 

Standards For Rangeland Health 4 Water Qualety Surface water and 
groundwater quality mfluenced by agency acboms. complies 
with State W ater Quality Standards 

Standards Few Rangeland Health § Natrve, TAF and Locally important 
Species (Wiidiife) - Habwtats support healthy productive and 
éiverse populations and communities of native plants and 
ammals (inchudeng special status species and species of kx a! 
importance ) appropriate to sor. clemate and landform 

STEX - Stream exciosure cichuded from lrvestack gramng 

U - Upward wend 

WSA - Wilderness Study Area 

Y-Ves 


Data Review Process 


The following 1s a characterization of all |. M and C category allotments 
withen the landscape area The characterizatioms are based on data 
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collected Gurung the | 998 field scason and other cuntimg and DestorK 
Qmta tncet and oF collected Gurimg pas mvemiory and Torwloning 
efforts Managemer achoms (L AMP Secnon VIL T abies § and 9) and 
LAMP (alloemem pasture) atyectrves were developed from meecs of 
concern, Standards for Rangciand Health (SRH) and rend Data 
collected for the SR etuch mdicated jew than property functomng 
condsthan was éetermuned aot to mect the tamdard =A.) data and 
acumen sumemanes arc on file m the \ le Destruct 


The Five-Step Process 


| . What are the past management ofectives” 
Have otyect:ves been met” 

2 . Ate we meeting the SRN” 
Yes .. then move to aep } 
No then efy (identify profetic potential causes and 
effects) 

}. What « upland wend” What « npanan rend” 
identify amy probierms concerns 

4 . What are the leewes of Concern” 
Specify cach weue rated “HW” for tugh 

S Are past allotrnem pasture qpwci fic ofyectives st) | 
applicable’ Do new ofvectrves need to be added” 


LAMP Objectives 


BLM ws required to enplement the five SRH (LAMP: Table 2. page 7) 
that define minemwm resource conditions to he actreved and mamtamed 
for pubix rangelands LAMP otyectives have been designed to meet 
these standards Specific otyectrves wil! be defined for each pasture and 
ell replace past otyectrves These obyectrves wil! ind) ate a desire to 
mamtamn of omprove the comdmon of appicatie Communimes 


Riparian \ etland \ egetation ( ommunities 
Maram (if meeting SRH) of emprove (if not meeting SRH) 


C2 


ix 


function to achieve healthy and productive mparian/wetland 
areas and achieve water quality standards for beneficial uses as 
established by ODEQ. 


Individual Seedings - One or more of the following 
objectives could be applied to a seeded area: 

1) Improve the productivity and vigor of the non-native seeding 
while maintaining the structural composition and improving 
apaeies Cvennly oF vegetation commnmnNses consletent WOR 
DRFCs identified in the land use plan. 

2) Improve the productivity and vigcr of the pon-native seeding 
while improving the structural compotion 2nd improving 
DRFCs identified in the land use plan. 

3) Maintain the productivity and vigor of the non-native 
improving species diversity of vegetation communities 
consistent w'.1 DRFCs identified in the land use plan. 

4) Improve the ecclogical condition of the non-native seeding by 
implementing actions to enhance the dominance of native 
perennial grass species while maintaining the structural 
composition and improving species diversity of vegetation 
communities consistent with DRFCs in the land use plan. 


Upland Veyetation Communities - 

Maintain (if meeting SRH) or improve (if not meeting SRH) the 
health, structure and diversity of upiand native vegetation within 
site capabilities. 


Weeds - 
Control proliferation of existing noxious weeds on an annual 
basis. 


Wildlife - 
Maintain (if meeting SRH) or improve (if not meeting SRH) 
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wildlife habitats, ensuring spacial distribution of native plant 
communities and animal habstats across the landscape with a 
density and frequency of species suitable to ensure reproductive 
capability and sustaimability. 


GRAZING SCHEDULE FLEXIBILITY 


Criteria for flexibility of livestock turnout prior to 4/1 or extension 
of use beyond 10/31 is identified in Appendix A Table 11. 


Livestock move dates may vary from the defined schedule(s) up to 
(4) days on either side of the identified pasture move date. 


Move dates outside of these general limits of flexibility due to 
climatic conditions, exceeding identified utilization levels (LAMP: 
Table 7, page 28) or other factors must be considered by BLM staff 
prior to authorization. Move daies outside the general limits of 
flexibility must meet resource management objectives to be 
authorized. 


LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION AREAS 


Past Malheur Resource Area (MRA) planning decisions or 
agreements have excluded livestock from grazing public land for 
the specific purpose of protecting resource values or facilities from 
livestock impacts. Examples include, but are not limited to, 
identified riparian vegetation communities adjacent to streams, 
reservoirs, springs, and wetlands; developed water sources; special 
status species habitat; ACEC’s; recreation sites; archaeological 
sites; research and study plots; and administrative sites. The 
following exclusion areas are located within the Bully Creek 
landscape area: 


Sf 


Allotment #2 - 
Cottonwood Wildlife Stream Exclosure- 497 acres 
0201 Riparian Stream Exclosure - 446 acres 


Under this landscape area management plan, the above exclusion 
areas may be combined into the Rocke pasture. 


Allotment #3 - 
N. Black Canyon. Pasture - 
Pence Spring Fence Exclosure - 2 acres 
Indian Creek Pasture - 
South Fork Indian Creek Spring Exclosure - 
No data 
W. Cottonwood Seeding - 
Allotment #3 Reservoir Exclosure - |! acres 
Indian Creek Pasture - 
Zotto Reservoir Exclosure - 38 acres 


Richie Flat Allotment - 
E. Log Creek Pasture - 
Reds Creek 3-Way Upland Exclosure - No data 


The “No data” entries need to have future management identified 
with options including maintaining them as exclusion areas or 
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How to Read the Tables in Appendix C 


Allotment Name & Number 
Operator name ° 

‘ An allounent name and number 1s given to an area of land designated and managed for grazing of livestock. 

* The operator name identifies the individual(s) with a grazing preference and livestock grazing permui in the given allotment 


* An active AUM (a imal unit month) means the amount of forage necessary for the sustenance of one cow or its equivalent for a penod of | month. 
* Suspended AUMs refers to the temporary withholding from active use, through a decision issued by the authonzed officer or by agreement, of part or all of the 


permutted use in a grazing permut or lease. 

*Exchange of use is an agreement that may be issued to an operator who owns or controls lands that are unfenced and intermingled with public lands in the same 
allounent when use under such an agreement will be compatibie with the existing livestock operations. An exchange of use grazing agreement may be issued to authonze 
use of public lands to the extent of the livestock carrying capacity of the lands offered in exchange of use. No fee is charged for thes grazing. 

* Season of use refers to the operator's authonzed beginning and ending dates of grazing use by allotment. 


Active AUMs ° Suspended AUMs ‘ Exchange of Use * Season of Use * 


3° 4° $’ Upland | Upland | Riparian 
Long-term} Shorterm | Overall '' 


1 al | 
PFC |FARU|FARN|FARD] NF 


' Data collected for standards for rangeland health are reported on a pasture by pasture basis. All pastures are listed for the above table. 

* The Standards for Rangeland Health (Standards), are based on the Fundamentals of Rangeland Health. These fundamentals combine the basic precepts of physical 
function and biological health and clements of law relating to water quality, and plant and animal populations and communities. Standards are expressions Wf the physical 
and biological condition or degree of function necessary to sustain healthy rangeland ecosystems. (The five standards are defined below). When more than one 
assessment was recorded in a pasture the seeding assessment 1s reported first, and than the assessment for the native portion. A third assessment rating shows that an 
addition location was evaluated, usually in native range 

’ Standard | assesses whether the upland soils exhibit infiltravon and permeability rate: . motsture storage, and stability that are appropriate to soil, climate. and 
landform. Ratings are reported as proper functioning condition (PFC), functioning at risk upward (FARU), functioning at nsk downward (FARD), non-functioning 


(NF), or no data (ND). 

* Standard 2 assesses whether nparian-wetland areas are in properly functioning physical condition appropriate to soil, climate, and landform. Ratings of PFC, FARU. 
FARN, FARD and NF are reported in riparian stream mules. 

* Standard 3 assesses whether healthy. productive, and diverse plant and animal populations and communities appropriate to soil. climate, and landform are supported by 


ecological processes of nutrient cycling, energy flow, and the hydrologic cycle. Ratings are reported the same as for Standard |. 
* Standard 4 assesses whether surface water and groundwater quality, influenced by agency actions, complies with State water quality standards Ratings for Standard 4 


were derived using input from ratings for Standards |, 2, and 3. Ratings are reported the same as for Standards | and 3. 
” Standard $ assesses whether habitats support healthy, productive, and diverse populations and communities of native plants and animals (including special status 
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species and species of local umportance) appropriate to soil, clumate, and landform. Ratings are reported the same as for standards |. 3. and 4 

* Trends refer to the direcnon of change mn ecologscal indicators observed over ume 

* Upland long-term trend refers to a comparison between the first data reading and the most Current reading (199%) Trend 1s descnbed here as upward (U). downward 
(D), static (S), static to upward (SU), static to downward (SD), not apparent (NA). or no data (ND). 

"* Upland short-term trend refers to a comparison between the last reading and the most current reading (199%) Trend ts described the same as for upland Jong-tcrm 
trend. 


'' Overall npanan trend was determined by comparing acral photos. ground photo pomts and using professional judgement (sce p 2 


' Pastures included in this table are less than the total pastures in the allotment for different reasons For cxample some pastures are not part oi the identified grazing 
system, some are exclosures, and others may be classified as Fenced Federal Range. Pastures that are not listed m the Grazing Schedule table are FFR. C allotments. 
exclosure pastures. Fenced Federal Range are non-intensive management arcas or custodial pastures where BLM docs not specify lrvestock numbers. kinds of animals 
and penod of use provided that detrimental umpacts do not occur to public lands. FFR areas consist of small tracts of public land that intermungle with large tracts on 
private land Capability for grazing management 1s lumuted and little public resource values cxist 

* Reasons for not meeting Standards |-5 identifies if the current grazing system was determined to be the cause of failing to meet the Standard in a pasture 

* Caused by Current Grazing identifies which Standards (1-5) failed to meet PFC due to the current grazing practices. Current grazing 1s defined below Upon 
deterrmunation, through assessment or monitomng by expenenced professionals and /or interdiscyplinary teams. that cxisting grazing management needs to be modified to 
fulfill the Fundamentals of Rangeland Health, the authorized officer shall take appropnate action as soon as practical but not later than the next grazing year 

* Caused by Other Factors identifies which Standards (1-5) failed to meet PFC due to a factor other than the current grazing practices. inchuding hrstoncal grazing 


practices 

* Current Grazing Schedule defined here refers to the grazing system as defined in the AMP or revised by the AMP £ valuation. 

* Proposed Grazing Schedule refers to the grazing schedule as implemented by the LAMP Adjustments were made within pastures not mecting Standards | -‘ in order to 
make progress towards mecting the Standards 
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Bully Creek Allotment 00132 


Allotment Summary: No past allotment evaluations have been compicted for this allotment 


Past Objectives: Past objectives recommended winter browse improvement and mcreasing the palatable browse species reproduction by 20%» from the 
existing 5% by 1990. The long term objective (by 1997) was to attam late or climax condition on a majority of the arca mm cach pasture (1982 AMP) 


New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to improve ccosite condition to attain middie ecological condsion or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (umprove) and 


upland (marntam) objectives. 


Operator Information: 


Operator Name —_a eee yee 
IR. d & Livestock 


Exchange of Use Season of Use 
253 V1-4/15,10/15-12/15 


Maederés lor Remgriond Hereird 


| ? ] 


PPC] FARU | FARN | FARD | NF 


ao 


wiais wiais 
p@ts.i24é 


Pasture Summary 


Bully Creek (01) 

The upland watershed function and ecological processes are in properly 
functioning condition. The condition of wildlife habitats are unknown. 
This pasture is critical deer and pronghorn winter range. Lack of 
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bitterbrush recruitment may be duc to past livestock use (ODFW, personal 
communication 1999) The long-term upland trend has showr a slight 
improvement Annual rangelands. deer spring and winter range and 
fisheries habitat are issues of concern, particularly m the middie of the 
pasture near Bully Creek Reservow 
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iid] 


mf 


Oy Cx 


Cottonwood Creek Allotment 10140 


Allotment Semmary: This allotment, consisting of one pasture, 1s managed with the Cottonwood Mountain Allotment (20/02) ht was evaluated with 
the Cottonwood Mountam Allotment in 19?9 


Past Obj ctives: The past objective was to improve the mparian areas. Condition class was identified as carly (1990 AMP) 


New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to amprove ecosite condstion to attain rmddie ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply mpanan (mamtam) and 
upland (masta) objectives 


Oper ator Information: 
Operator Name Active AUMs Suspended AUMs Exchange of Use “~ssor_of Use 
Tom McElroy 38 49 ND >. werlearly spring 


Mendes 6 lo Kemgriond Healt 
] } 


a 
PPC LT PARU T PARN T FARD | OP 


Pasture Semmary Riparian trend and SRH indicate that the pasture 1s meeting the mpanan 
obyective 

Cottonwood Creek (01) 

The ryparian habitats are properly functioning but are wm carly sera! 

stage Information regarding the condition of other SRH are unknown 
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Allotment #2 (10201) 
Allotmest Summary: Evaluations of this allotment were conducted in 1988 and 1994. Since the last evaluation im | 994 the livestock operators have 
chosen not to run at full Active AUM levels. Analysis of the current data collected needs to take this point into consideration when drawing conclusions. 


Trends in the riparian areas have been and are an ongoing issue. The downward riparian trend in North Bully Creek pasture has been reversed since the 
last evaluation in 1994. Trends and condition of seedings and the lower elevation native ranges also remain problematic. 


Past Objectives: Objectives in this allotment have been developed at the pasture level. 


Operator Information: 
Operator Mame Active AUMs Suspended AUMs te Season of Use 
Indian Creek Ranch 455! 819 4/1-10/31 
Ted Linville 205 5 A 4/1-10/31 
J.R. Land & Livestock 2724 493 0 4/1-10/31 
Data ‘ 
Pastore Mtaedards for Remgriond Health Tremds 
i an 3 4 s \ pland Upland Ripanan 
| PFC | FARU | FARN | FARD | NF Longterm | Short4erm Overall 
4mmiles 

Mesa Brush ( ontro! PFC FAR Nt D sD NR 
Harper Seeding PRC/PFC FAR/PFC FAR/PFC D D NR 
North Bully ( ret NE 325 | 025 NF \ FAR s s U 
W iidhorse FAR/PFC FAR/FAR ND SU SU NR 
South NG Seeding FAR FAR FAR D SU NR 
Bully ( reet Seeding FAR FAR FAR D s NR 
North NG Seeding FARPFC | 125 | 125 FAR/FAR \ PFC/FAR D s ND 
Mountain PPC/PFC is i 45 | 3.75 | O75 | PROPFC \ PRC/PFC sD sD $, SD 
NG Creek Rapanan Exclosure ND 1.25 aD \ ND ND ND D 
Conanwood Wildivfe STE X ND ! ND S ND ND ND ND 
Hoiding rar FAR FAR ND ND NR 
Dry Creek T PPC/FAR PPC/FAR FAR/FAR ND ND NR 
Jordan FFR i ND ND ND ND ND NR 
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Pastere Staséarts for Ramgriand Health Tremés 

FRR ND 0.75 ND ND ND ND U 
Bull Spring REX ND ND ND ND ND NR 
NG Wiidlnfe Avea ND ND ND ND ND NR 
NG Hoideng + ND os ND ND ND ND ND 
Cononwood FireRchabEX | ND os ND ND ND ND $. SD 
North Bully Hovding | FAR FAR FAR ND ND NR 

i F 19 FAR FAR ND U 


915-1031 


Slats 


715-1031 


$/1-7/1 


man" 


915-1031 


vias 


15-1031 


1-7/1 


Tian" 


4/15-S/15 


4/15-S/15 


4/15-S/15 


4/1-S/15 


4/1-5/1 


$171 


$/16-6/80 


10/1 -10/15 


16-615 


715-1031 


$1.71 


Ties 


9/1-10/31 


S140 


o1-1031 


715-1090 


maw" 


$1.71 


41400 


41490 


4140 


7/15-10/90 


ven" 


4/1-$/1 


10/1 -10/15 


$/16-7/1 


10/1-10/15 


4/1-9/15 


4-9/1 


sim" 


wi 


71-1015 


$/1$-7/15 


91-103) 


o/1-103) 


4/14/90 


4140 


41-S/15 


wien 


41-S/1 


4/14/00 


41490 


“1-915 


Tian" 


41-51 


Pasture Summaries: 


ND 


4/1-S/15 


Tian 


4/1 -S/1 


Pasture: Mesa Brush Control (01)/ Harper Seeding (02) 
The Harper seeding is managed with Mesa Brush Control as one pasture. 


New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite condition 
to attain middle ecological condition or DRFCs in the native portion of 
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the Harper seeding area and to attain late ecologycal condston or DRFCs 
im the rest of the pasture. Apply wildlife (improve), upland (improve) 
objective and seeding #2 objectives. 

Data Semmary The upland watershed function 1s im, or making 
significant progress toward, properly functoning condition. Trend 
studies indicate that this pasture 1s not mecting the upland objective. 
Both long-term and short-term seeding trend 1s down im the Harper 

to historic heavy livestock use (particularly from 1982 to 1987). Even 
though the pasture has been used only four times since 1990, the 
domunating some areas duc to a decreasing forb understory and annual 
rangeland species (medusahead, cheatgrass) are increasing W idlife 
habitats range from functioning where there are smal! portons of 
remnant native range to functioning-at-msk im transitoona!l areas below 
the mesa with little forb/shrub diversity to not functioning at the top of 
the mesa where there are big flats dominated by whitetop, cheatgrass and 
other nonnative species. Issues of concern include annual rangelands 
(Medusahead rye), recreation (OHV use), special status species (sage 
grouse numbers are very low due to poor habitat conditions), redband 
trout. 


Pasture: North Belly Creek (63) 

Past Objectives: Improve cari y ecological condition to middie 
ecological condition within 15 years. Improve mpanan management on 
Bully Creek. 

New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite condition 
to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve), 
npanan (maintain) and upland (improve) objectives: 

and wildlife habitats are not functioning properly due to histone heavy 
grazing which resulted in sagebrush monocultures without grass/forb 
understory, exposed soils and increasing populations of weedy species. 
Upland trends are not moving toward meeting the upland objective. 
Riparian habitats are functioning properly but are in an carly seral stage. 
A small tributary to Bully Creek needs improvement. Bully Creek, from 
the reservoir to Westfall, is a 303d) listed stream and, as such, is not 
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properly funcnoning m terms of water quality (bactena). issues of 
concern include annual rangelands and wildlife (understory 15 not 
adequate for decr and pronghorn). 


Pasture: Wildhorse (64) 

Past Objectives Improve carly ecological condmon to maddie 
ecological condition within |S years. Attain an upward trend im upland 
vegetative communities. 

New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to umprove coosste 
condition to attamn maddie ecologscal condition or DRFCs Apply 
wildlife (improve) and upland (improve ) obyectives. 

Data Semmary: The upland watershed function, ecological processes 
and wildlife habstats are not functsoning properly due to histonc heavy 
grazing and increased fire frequency resulting in high concentrations of 
annual and weedy species. Upland trends indicate the pasture 1s 
Sagebrush growth has been limsted by aroga month kill im part of the 
pasture. Annual rangelands and wildlife (deer and pronghorn winter 


range) are issues of Concern. 


Pasture: South NG Seeding (05) 

Past Objectives: Mamniain late ecological condition for seeding areas. 
Minimize . -umulation of wolf plants from ungrazed crested wheatgrass 
plants. Max ze availability of fall green-up for wildlife. 

New Object. —- The long-term objective 1s to improve ccosite 
condit.on of the n.. > vegetation communities to attain middie 
ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply upland (improve), wildlife 
(improve) and seeding #1 objectives. 

grazing resulting im stream flow pattern changes, soil crusting. changes 
in cover and surface litter, lack of species diversity and weed invasions. 
The long-term seeding trend 1s not meeting the past objective for 
stability. It 1s unknown if the pasture 1s meeting the fall green-up 
objective. Wildlife (deer and pronghorn winter range) 1s an issue of 
concer. 
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Pastere: Bally Creek Seeding (66) 

Past Objectives: improve carly ecologyca!l conditiun of seeding areas to 
muddle ecological condition within |$ years Mimumuze wolf plants 
Maxumuze availability of fall green up regrowth for wildlife 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve ccossie 
condinon of the native vegetation communites to attain mddic 
ecological condition or DRFCs. Anply upland (improve) wildlife 
(umprove) and seeding #2 obyectives. 

Data Semmary: Th upland watershed function, ecological processes 
and wildlife habstats are not functioning property duc to histone grazing 
(rested ¢ out of last 7 years), historic and current distomite 
exploration/muning (in Rung Butte area only) and crodible sous Bare 
ground 1s common with evidence of sheet croson Road use, a:craft 
landing strips and mineral development cast of the current operation 
have exposed soils to wind croson mbhibiting seed germination There 1s 
a ingh concentration of sagebrush and lack of species diversity with a 
cover mcrease of two feet on crested wheatgrass between | 98 | - 1987. 
This pasture 1s not meeting ecological condition and the fall green-up 
objective Open spaces between shrubs are vulnerabic to weeds which 
are invading from adjacent agncultural fields Wildlife (winter habrtat 
for deer) and weeds are issues of concern. 


Pasture: North NG Seeding (07) 

Past Objectives: Maimtain late ecological condition for seeding areas. 
Minumuze accumulation of wolf plants. Maximuze availability of fall 
green-up for wildlife 

New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite condition 
of the native vegetation communities to attain middie ecological 
condition or DRFCs. Apply mpanan (improve), upland (improve) and 
seeding #2 objectives. 

due to historic heavy grazing i the seeded portion of the pasture This 
has resulted in soi] movement, stream channel instability and reduced 
grasses/forts. The upland watershed function and wildlife habstats in the 
native portion of the pasture are functioning with adequate sagebrush 
cover. The long-term seeding trend is not meeting the objective for 
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ecologncal condition while the short-term trend shows some stability ht 
is unknown if the pasture 1s mecting the fal! green-up objective Wildlife 


(deer and pronghorn winter range) and special status species (sage grouse 
ick nearby) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Mountain (08) 

Past Objectives: improve from maddie ecological condstion to late 
ecological condstion within |S years. Attain an upward trend in 
vegetative communities 

New Objectives. The long-term objective is to umprove coosrte 
condition to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife 
(mas:mtam), mpanan (improve) and upland (masntaim) objectives 

Data Semmary: The upland watershed function, ecological processes 
that the pasture 1s not meeting the upland objective (% to | foot loss m 
bluebunch wheatgrass at one upland trend plot) The mpanan system 1s 
not functioning properly due to current and histor grazing (season of 
use), mfluence of the road on the mpanan and impacts from big game 
(aspen and mountain shrub stands are declining) Distribution and 
numbers of livestock may be contributing Cultural resources, fish 
(redband trout at the top of Cottonwood Creek) and special status species 
(sage grouse icks) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Holding (11) 

Past Objectives. Improve carly ecological condition to middie 
ecological condition within |5 years. 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve coosite 
condition to attain middie ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply 
wildlife (improve) and upland (improve) obyectives. 

and wildlife habitats are not functioning properly due to histonc heavy 
grazing it is unknown if the pasture 1s meeting the upland obyective. 
Annual rangelands and fisheries (fish and frogs) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Dry Creek (12) 


Past Objectives: Improve carly ecologycal condition to middie 
ecological condition within |5 years. 
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New Objectives. The long-term objective is to umprove ecosiie 
condimon to sttam muddle ecologucal condsnon or DRFCs Apply 
wildi:fe (umprove). upland (umprove) 

and wildi:fe habutats are not functioning property due to histone heavy 
granng use m the native vegetation communes portons of the pasture 
(lumuted natrve grasses‘forts) ht us unknown if the pasture 1s meeting the 
upland objective due to the lack of trend data Wildlife (deer and 
Pronghorn winter range), weed invamon and cromon are issues of 
concern. 


Miscellancoes Pastures 
"NOTE - The Cottonwood Wildlife Stream Exclosure (| 0)and the 0201 


New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve ccosite 
condition to attam late ecologycal condition or DRFCs Apply wildlife 
(improve), npanan (improve) and upland (improve) obyectives. 

Data Semmary: Refer to the comments for Mountain pasture (08) 
Rupanan habitats are not functioning property due to histone and current 
grazing trespass. Wildlife (deer, clk and pronghorn winter range). 
special status species (near sage grouse lek) and recreation (high use area 
resulting in habstat degradation) are issues of concern 


Pasture: Cotteawood Wildlife Stream Exclosere (16) 

Past Objective: None 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve coosite 
condition to attain late ecologycal condition or DRFCs Apply wildlife 
(improve) and rpanan (improve) objectives. 

Data Semmary: It 1s unknown if upland watershed function and 
ecological processes are functioning properly Rupanan habutats are not 
functioning properly due to histonc and current heavy grazmng by 
livestock The fences of the exclosure are not functioning resulting in 
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gamng tespess from FFR on the west mde of the pasture No ussues of 
concern have been sdent:fied m this pasture 


Pasture: Jordan FFR (13) 

Past Objective: None 

New Objectives The long-term objective is to umprove ccosste 
condston to atta maddie ecologycal condmpon or DRCs Apply 
npanan (umprove) and upland (improve) cbyectives: 

Dats Semmeary: Riparian hobutats (3/4 mule at FARU) ave not 
functhoming property Annual rangelands 1s the issue of Concern. 


Pasture: FFR (14) 

Past Objective: None 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to umprove ccosite 
condition to attasn middie ecological condinon or DRFCs Apply 
npanan (improve) and upland (improve) obyectives 

Deta Semmary: Ripanan habvtats are not functioning properly due to 
the control of natural water flows (upstream irmgation practices on 
private land hay fields) BILM may not be able to umprove the mpanan 
areas due to the lack of control of private immgation practices on 
adjounmng lands which influence npanan growth in this pasture Issues of 
concern include annua! rangelands 


Pasture: Bell Spring Riparian E.xctosere (15) 
No data 


Pasture: NG Wildlife Ares (16) 

Past Objective: None 

New Objective: None 

Data Semmary: This pasture was never constructed and 1s being grazed 
as part of the South NG seeding (05) 


Pasture: NG Holding (17) 
Past Objectives: 
New Objectives The long-term objective is to umprove ecosite condition 
to attain muddle ecological condition or DRFCs Apply wildlife 
(mm emtain), npanan (improve) and upland (improve) obyectives 
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Dets Semrmmary: The upland watershed { unchon, ecological processes trespass as a result of nonfunctonal fences Current mpanan trend 
and wildlife habwtats are funcuatang property Rupanar habetats are not amproving The cxclosure atscif us not functeomal and «s grazed 
funchomung promerty due to brstarx heavy gamng The ‘ence fetween issues of concern are special status speces (sage grouse ich nearby) 
thus pasture and the 020! Rapanan Sercem Exciosure (20) «6 non 

functional. The fence on the bottom of the Hoting pasture (/!) 

separating « irom FFR is functsonal but the fence seperating «t from the 

Comonwood Wiidirfe Sweam Exciosure (!0) 1s not funcuonal issues of 

concern are annual rangelands 


Pastere: Cotteeweoed Fire Rehab (18) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives The longterm objective 1s to improve eccosite condition 
to attain mmddie ecological condition or DRFCs Apply wildlife 
(maantamn). mpanan (improve) and upland (sunprove) objectives 

Deta Semmary: This pasture hes below Boston Horse Camp Refer to 
the comments for Mountam Pasture (08) Riparnan habrtat 1s not 
functioning due to the lack of woody species (aspen groves are 
decadent) Fences are marginally functoonal and not mamtamed | ish 
(redband trout) and wildlife (deer/amtclape winter range) are issues of 
concern 


Pasture: North Bully Holding (19) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: None 

Dete Semmary: There are 9! acres sdentified for this pasture, but there 
are no functonung fences This pasture is believed to be part of North 
Bully Creek pasture (03) Issues of concern include annual rangelands 


Pasture: 6201 Riparian Stream FE xclosere (20) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives The long-term objective is to improve ccosite 
condition to attain maddie ecologscal condition or DRFCs = Apply 
wildlife (mamtam). mpanan (improve) and upland (improve) objectives: 
Deta Semmary: Fences are nonfunctional on the southern and western 
boundanes Upland watershed function is properly functioning (see 
North NG Seeding (07) native vegetation communities) Rupanan 
habwtats are not functioning property due to histor gramng and current 
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Allotment #3 (10202) 


Aletment Summary: Evaluations were conducted for this allotment in 1986 and 1993. Shortage of spring range and trends not meeting objectives were 
identified as concerns. 


Past Objectives: Objectives in this allotment have been developed at the pasture level. 


Operator Information: 
Operator Name Active AUMs Suspended AUMs Exchange of Use Season of Use 
Indian Creek Ranch 10392 935 686 4/1-10/31 
Romans Ranch 2605 0 0 4/1-10/31 
Chris Davis 483 0 0 4/1-10/31 
Data 
i pian plan R pener 
PFC | FARU | FARN | FARD | WF Lang4erm Shon 4erm Oversli 

235 ~ s s ND 
Nort Bleck ( arvar PFC 12s ’ FAR x PFC SD s sD 
Soxch Bleck Caryon rrcrrc | 7.75 O75 | FARPFC s PPOIPFC SD s ND 
bas ( cmapeund Sending FAR , FAR s FAR D s ND 
Wes ( cna eund Sending FAR/FAR , PRC /PPC s PFOIPFC $ su NO 
Wetesy Bune PFC PFC PRE su su ND 
Seemp | rare Sending PRC PRC 2.75 225 PFO/PFC s PPC /PRC D su U 
North Gregory Creek rrcrrc | (3.25 1.75 iS | PARPFC s PPC/PRC ND ND ND 
wher cert PFC 0.75 0.75 is PFC 6 ND su ND 

Mais ct ri x —_ ae 

Nant Studiewer PFC 1.75 o7 | 1s PFC s su ND 
Sena Seudhearee ‘aad 2 PFC ? su ND 
Lower Pole Crock FPR FAR is NF s su U 
Becker Hore Camp FFR ND To be assessed in FY99 ND ND ND 
Wilson Crock FFR ND To be assessed in FY9 ND ND ND 
Hanne Stance FFR ND = i ND ND NR 
Upper Pote Crock FFR FAR | = 3 FAR s s ND 
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Went Crust FFR ND 2 a ND sD | ND ND NR 
Dace FPR ND | | | 02s ND ND ND ND ND 
Becker FFR ND To be assessed = FY9S ND ND ND ND ND 
Wearfall FFR ND 1.75 ND ‘ ND ND ND ND 
Pence Spring STEX ND ND ND ND ND ND 
S. Fork indian Crock STEX ND 25 ND Y ND ND ND ND 
Alicomen #3 RSEX ND ND ND ND ND ND 
Zomo RSEX ND ND ND ND ND ND 
Coupe: Reservow ND ND ND ND ND ND 
Gregory Creet Reservow ND ND ND ND ND ND 
S Gregory Creck Reservou ND ND ND ND ND ND 
Bag Flat Reservou ND ND ND ND ND ND 
G Schedale 
Pastere Resese ler eet mrenag Aliet mret Msaegemret P opoerd 
Seaederés 1-4 Creztag Schedute Creneg “hedute 
( aumed ( aused by Year | Year 2 Year} Year | Year 2 Year} 
b> Ouner 
( urren Factors 

jones 3,5 23,5 71-1631 1-103! 1-103! 1-103! 1-103) 71-1031 
North Black Canyon 2.3 2,3 4140 o/15-7/1 REST REST 1-1 41-5/1 

South Black ( anyon 5 23 “1m REST $/1-7/1 1-91 REST 1-5/1 

bast (onanwoad Seeding 2 1235 REST 4140 4/140 4140 41490 $/1-7/1 

West ( onan wand Seeding 2 12 /1S-1031 141s +140 41490 414/00 1-1 

Ketesy Rune W1S-1031 11-1031 1-103! 16-1031 1-103 1-101 
Swamp ( reet Seeaing 2 2 si ais REST W15-S/15 #15-S/15 “iw S/1-9/1 

North Gregory Crees 23 REST WiS-4/15 REST REST $1.01 414% 
indian ( reet 2 W1S-1031 w1S-1e1 WiS-103) 16-1031 1-103 1-9/1 

South Gregory ( reet 2 vias REST WIS-7/15 S/1S-7/15 REST 1-9 
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Pasture: Jones (01) 

Past Objectives: Maimtain late ecological condition of upland vegetative 
communities. 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to maintain ecosite 
condition at late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife 
(improve), mpanan (improve) and upland (maintain) objectives. 

Data Sexamary: The upland watershed function 1s in or making 
processes and wildlife habitats are not properly functioning due to 
habitats are not properly functioning for unknown reasons. The pasture 
has increasing density levels of cheatgrass, juniper and other weedy 
species and the bitterbrush is not reproducing. Issues of concern include 
Cultural resources, wildlife (summer range for deer and pronghorn), and 
special status species (sage grouse lek inside and adjacent to pasture and 
redband trout). 


Pasture: North Black Canyon (62) 

Past Objectives: Improve 50% of riparian zone to late ecological 
condition in 15 years. All middie ecological condition classes were to 
improve. 
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New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife 
(maintain), riparian (improve) and upland (improve) objectives. 

in or are making significant progress toward properly functioning 
condition. The long-term upland trend indicates that the pasture 1s not 
meeting its upland objective because the upland portions of this pasture 
ecological processes are not functioning properly due to histonc and 
current grazing Riparian habitats are also impacted by in-stream road 
maintenance by the County. The 2 acre Pence Spring Reservoir 
Exclosure (22) 1s also located within this pasture. Issues of concern 
include Cultural Resources (obsidian quarry) and special status species 
(redband trout in Cottonwood Creek). 


Pasture: South Black Canyon (63) 

Past Objectives: improve middie ecological condition to late ecological 
condition within |5 years. 

New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite condition 
to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (maitai), 
npanan (improve) and upland (improve) objectives. 

Data Semmary The upland watershed function and wildlife habutats are 
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m or are making mgnificant progress toward property funcnoning 
condition. The long-term upland trend mmdacates the pasture 15 not 

are also property fumcnonmg m a pornon of the pasture but not 
functioning in other porons due to historc heavy gramng Recruitment 
and seed producnon of native species 1s not adequate and vegetation 
diversity s reduced with weeds mcreasing The current gramng schedule 
(3 out of 5 years of rest with carly season use the other 2 years) is not 
adequate for bluebunch wheatgrass to recover if gramng occurs during 
the growing season. issues of concern include Cultural Resources 
(obsadian quarry), wildlife (deer and pronghorn winter range) and special 
status species (spotied frog. sage grouse lek near the pasture) 


Pasture: East ( otteawood Seeding (64) 

Past Objectives: Maztam late ecosite condition for the seeding areas. 
Minumuze accumulation of wolf plants, maximuze availability of fal! 
green-up for wildlife. 
New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite 
condition of the natrve vegetation communities to attain middie 
ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve), mpanan 
(improve), upland (improve), and seeding #2 objectives. 

and wildlife habitats are not in properly functioning condition due to 
histone heavy grazing use Sagebrush and weeds are increasing in the 
seeding resulting im a lack of diversity Upland trends indicate that the 
functioning properly due to downcutting of the stream and histone and 
current grazing Annual rangelands, weeds (whitetop along roads) and 
wildlife (deer and pronghorn winter range) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: West Cottonwood Seeding (05) 

Minumuze accumulation of wolf plants, maximuze availability of fal! 
green-up for wildlife 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve ccosite condition 
of the native vegetation communities to attain middie ecological 
condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (maimtam), nparian (improve). 
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upland (umprove) and seeding #2 objectives. 

Data Sc mmary: The upland watershed functon 1s not propertly 
funcnoning properly due to downcutting of the stream and histone and 
current gramng Ecologscal processes and wildlife habstats are in 
property functioning condition. Reservow Exclosure (24) comprising | ! 
acres 1s located within this pasture Annual rangelands, special status 
species (redband trout in Cottonwood Creek) and wildlife (deer and 
pronghorn winter range) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Kelsay Butte (06) 

Past Objectives: improve middie ecological condition to late ecological 
condition class within | 5 years. 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite condition 
to attain late ecologscal condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (maitain), 
mpanan (improve) and upland (maintain) obyectives: 

and wildlife habitats are in or are making significant progress toward 
aspen pockets within the pasture. Juniper may be encroaching, control 1s 
issues of concern have been identified mm this pasture. 


Pasture: Swamp Creek Seeding (07) 

Past Objectives: improve 50% of riparian zone to late ecological 
condition in 15 years. 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite condition 
mm the native vegetation communities to attain middie ecological 
condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (maintain), nparian (improve), 
upland (maintain) and seeding #3 obyectives. 

and wildlife habitats are im or are making significant progress toward 
properly functioning condition Although the understory 1s lacking in 
forbs, shrub structure 1s good R»panian habitats are not properly 
functioning due to histone and current grazing. deer and pronghorn use 
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ts also heavy Ruparwan trend mdbcates this pasture is not moeting the 
fipanan obyectrve: Annual rangeiands (cheatgrass). Cultural Resources 
(obsidian quarry), special status species (redband trout m Cottonwood 
Creek) and weeds (Rusman knapweed along the road. whstetop) are 
issues of concern. 


Pasture: Nerth Gregery Creek (68) 

Past Objectives: improve middie ecological condion to late ecologycal 
condion class within | 5 years. 

New Objectives: The long-term objective 15 to improve ccosite 
condition to attain late ecologscal condition or DRFCs Apply wildlife 
m or are making significant progress toward property functioning 
condition. The cause for ecological processes not property functioning st 
One site is uncertain but there is a lack of grass/forb species im places and 
the nsk of annual weedy species and juniper invasion 1s high The 
npanan habwtats are not property functioning possibly duc io a geological 
influence and/or histone grazing bul causes are not fu y undck “stood. 
Annual rangelands, weeds, wiidlife (deer and pronghorn winter range ). 
special status species (sage grouse) and Cultural Resources (quarry for 
naturally occurring obsidian) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: indian Creek (09) 

New Objectives. The long-term objective is to maimtaim ccosite 
condition at late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife 
(mamtain), mpanan (improve) and upland (maintain) objectives 

Deta Semmacy: The upland watershed function, ecological processes 
and wildlife habstats are ™ or are making significant progress toward 
property functioning condition Short-term upland trend indicates the 
pasture 1s meeting the upland objective (plot was established in | 992) 
Spraying of weeds has included the spot trestment of Russian knapweed 
along roads im the northwest corner of the pasture Whitetop and Scotch 
thistle have also been spot treated along the Pole Creek Road from Hwy 
20 to Becker Horse Camp and onto private lands at Big Springs. Rupanan 
habrtats are not functioning propertly due to a geological influence on the 
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(23) (mo Gata on size) and the Zotio Reservow Exclosure (25) (38 acres) 
special status species (spotied frog present), wildlife (deer and pronghorn 
winter range) and weeds are issues of concern 


Pasture: Seeth Gregory Creek (16) 

Past Objectives: Improve maddie ccologycal condition to late ecologycal 
condipon class within 15 years. 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to umprove ccosite 
condition to attain late ecologscal condition or DRFCs Apply wildlife 
(marntain). mpanan (improve) and upland (improve) objectives 

aad wildi:fe habstats are in or are making significant progress toward 
property functioning condition The pasture was rested four out of the 
last five years Upland trends indicate the pasture 1s moving towards 
meeting the upland objective Rupanan habitats are not properly 
functhoning due to restricted stream flows controlled by a reservow 
located upsticam Cultural Resources (obsidian quarry), juniper invasion 
(widely scattered but encroaching), and special status species (two sage 
grouse leks, redband trout in West Fork Cottonwood Creek) are issues of 
concern. 


Pastere: North Stedhorse (11) 

New Objectives The long-term objective 1s to mamtaim ccosite 
condition at late ecologscal condition or DRFCs =Apply wildlife 
(maintam), mpanan (improve) and upland (maimtam) objectives: 
and wildlife habrtats are in or are making significant progress toward 
properly funcnonmg condition Bitterbrush 1s reproducing wel! and there 
are some old growth juniper present Upland trends indicate the pasture 
property due to current livestock gramng (late/hot season use has not 
been conducive to recovery) and restricted stream flows controlled by 
upstream reservow Wildlife (deer and elk summer habitat). uniper 
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wvemon, weeds (Rusmen knapeeed and etutetop have been rested 
tence along a | B-aule roadway site north of Mus Reservor) and special 
status species (Two sage grouse icks) are issues of concern 


Pasture: Seuth Studherse (12) 

Past Objectives: Mamsain late coosite condmor 

New Obdjectives. The long-ierm objective 1s to maintain ecossc 
condmmon at late ecologscal condinon or DRFCs Apply wildlife 
processes are in or are making significant progress toward property 
functioning cundypon Upland trends indacate the pasture is meeting the 
upland obyectrve Wildlife and mpanan habvtats are not property 
functioning due to hot season gramng. reservow control on water flows 
and special status species (goshawk nesting and hunting within | mile. 
Sage grouse) are issues of concern 


Pasture: Lower Pole Creek (13) 

New Objectives The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condston to aftam late ecologycal condinon or DRFCs Apply wildlife 
(improve), mpanan (improve) and upland (improve) objectives 

Dets Semmary The upland watershed function. mpanan habvtat. 
ecological processes and wiidiife habrtats are not property functoning 
due to histor gramng and upstream impacts (access and histor and 
curremt gramng ) Thus has resulted im « lack of perenmal grasses along 
with yuneper and annual weed encroachment Ripanan trend indicates 
that the pasture is mocting the mpanan objective Pole Croek is a 30d) 
listed stream and. as such. 1s not property functhonsng im terms of water 
quality (temperature) Annual rangelands (medusahead rye). wid! fe 
(deer and elk habvtat). speciai status species (redband trout. spotted frog) 
and junaper invamon are issues of Concern 


Pastere: Upper Pete Creek FFR (17% pasture ts public land) 
Past Objectives. None 
New Objectives The long-term obyective is to umprove ecosite 
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condibon to attasn late ecolog»-al condition or DRFCs Apply wildlife 
(umprove), npenan (improve) and upland (umprove) objectives 

Data Seanmary: The upland watershed functions, npanan habitats. 
ecologscal processes and wildlife habstats are not properly fumcnoning 
due to access and hustoric and current grazing This has resulted in a 
lack of perenrual grasses along wth yunmper and annual weed 
encroachment. Road locat’ » is impacting riparian habitats. Pole Crock 
1s a 303d) lested stream a <a such, 1s not property funcnoning im terms 
of water quality (temperat.-" Annual rangelands, wildlife (clk and deer 
habitat), yumaper invasvon, weeds and special status species (redband 
trout, spotted frog) are issues of concern See the comments for Indian 
Creek pasture for weed treatments. 


Miscellaneoes Pastures 

Pastere: Becker Horse Camp FFR (14) 

Past objectives: Nonc 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve coosite 
condition to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs ~Apply mpanan 
(improve jand upland (improve) obyectives 

Deta Semsaary: Ripanan hab-tats are not properly functioning due to 
histone heavy grazing Riparian: assessment needs to be completed in 
1999 Jumsper imvasion and special status species (sage grouse lek) are 
issues of concern. 


Pasture: Witsoe Creek FFR (15) 

Past Objectives None 

New Objectives The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
conditon to attam late ecological condition or DRFCs Apply mpanan 
(maintain) and upland (improve) obyectives: 

Deta Semmary RB ipanan assessment needs to be Completed in | 999 
Annual rangelands are an issue of concern 


Pasture: Hanae Station FFR (16) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives. None 

Dete Semmary: Ropanan (NF indian Creek and Hanna Reservow) 1s on 
private land Annual rangelands and juniper invasoon are issues of 
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Pasture: West Creek FFR (18) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: None 

Data Sammary: Riparian habitat is on private lands. Annual rangelands 


are an issue of concern. 


Pasture: Dice FFR (19) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply riparian 
(improve) and upland (improve) obyectives. 
rangelands are an issue of concern. 


Pasture: Becker (20) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: None 

Data Semmary: Juniper invasion is an issue of concern. Riparian 
assessment needs to be completed in | 999. 


Pasture: Westfall FFR (21) 

Past Objectives: 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply mparian 
(improve) and upland (improve) objectives. 

Data Semmary: Riparian habitat is not functioning properly due to 
historic grazing. Annual rangelands and weeds are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Peace Spring Stream Exclosure (22) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: None 

Data Summary: Fences in North Black Canyon are not functioning 
(targeted for repair by Bully Creek Watershed Coalition). No issues of 
concern have been identified in this pasture. 
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Pasture: SF indian Creek Stream Exciosure (23) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: Apply mparian (maintain) objective. 

Data Summary: Exclosure is located from Zo"o Reservow to Big 
trespass problems on the western end of this exclosure. Potential Wild 
and Scenic River designation (currently 2 muiles/626 acres determined 
of concern have been identified m this pasture. 


Pasture: Reservoir Exciosure (24) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: None 

Data Semmary: A stocked fishernes reservow exists within the pasture 
(West Cottonwood Seeding (05)) but the protection fences are not 
functioning. The Bully Creek Watershed Coalition has targeted these 
fences for repair as well proposing to pipe water out of the reservoir for 
livestock watering. Annual rangelands are an issue of concern. 


Pasture: Zotto Reservoir (25) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain muddle ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply 
nparian (improve) and upland (improve) objectives. 

Data Semmary: Annual rangelands and weeds are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Cooper Reservoir (26) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: None 

Data Semmary: Condition unknown other than this is a box reservoir 
are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Gregory Creek Reservoir (27) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: None 

Data Semmary: Condition unknown. Annual rangelands are an issue 
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Rail Canyon Allotment (10205) 


raised in both evaluations. Some pastures containing private land are managed as custodial pastures with no management obyectives iden”) fied 


Past Objectives: Objectives in this allotment have been developed at the pasture level. 


Operster lnfermatiea: 
Operator Name Active AUMs Suspended AUMs = Exchange of Use Season of Use 
Terry Amick 3023 0 84 4/1-10/31 
Data 
Pasture Staadards fer Rangeland Health Trends 
1 2 - © ‘ $ Upland | pane ard 
| PRC | FARU | FARN | FARD| NF | longterm = Shoriaerm = Overntl 
mates) } 

West Rock Creck Pr PFC PFC s s Ne 
bes hemes PFC 1.28 aad s FAR ND ND ND 
Wes ( hasan PFC 1.25 FAR s ND D s ND 
Kner ( avr Pe 275 | 925 | 25 PFC s PFC s s D 
Bast Crow Crock promromrc | 625 | 35 | 2 PPC/FAR/PRC NO FAR/PARUF ND ND D 
West Crow Creek PFOIPFC ss | Ss PPC/IFAR s FAR/FAR s su D 
Home FPR ND To be assessed in FY 99 ND ND ND ND ND 
Lost Creek FPR ND a oe ND ND ND ND NR 
bam Rock Creek ND | = ap ND ND ND ND ne 
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Pasture: West Rock Creek (01) 

Past Objectives: Improve middie ecological condition to late 
ecological condition (1990 AMP - no time frames established) 
New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs Apply wildlife 
(maintain) and upland (improve) obyectives: 

and wildlife habrtats are im, or are making significant progress toward. 
property functioning condition Upland trends indicate that the pasture 
18 NOt meeting the upland obyectrve Annual rangelands and weeds 
(Russian knapweed coming from East Chastain (02) and West Chastain 
(03) pastures to the north, whitetop) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: East Chastais (02) 
Past Objectives: Improve middle ecological condition to late 


tome frames established) 

New Objectives. The long-term objective ts to improve ccosite 
condition to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife 
(improve), npanan (improve) and upland (maimtain) obyectives 

Date Semmary The upland watershed function and ecological processes 
are mm. or are making significant progress toward, properly functioning 
unknown, grazing has been carly season the last 5 years, willow being 
grazed by cattle or wildlife, healthy aspen stand below, but none in the 
“at nsk” segment) Wildlife habitats are not properly functioning (cause 
unknown) Annual rangelands. specia! status species (sage grouse lek 
outside pasture |/10 mie south of boundary), yuniper invasion and weeds 
(Russian knapweed) are issues of comem 


Pasture: West Chastain (63) 
Past Objectives. Improve middie ecological condition to late ecological 
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cond:nos for upland vegetatrve communes (1990 AMP no ume 
frames established) 

New Objectives. The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildiife 
(improve), npanan (improve) and upland (improve) obyectives. 
Dets Semmary The upland watershed s mn or making ngrficant 
progress toward property funcnoning condition Upland trends indicate 
that the pasture is not meeting the upland obyectrve Rupanan habitats 
and ecological process are not properly funcnoning due to histonc 
gramng resulting m low productivity and lack of community diversity 
Juniper invasion should be monstored Annual rangelands, special status 
species (sage grouse ick in the pasture) and special management arcas 
(1,709 acres of the Beaver Dam Creek WSA) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Kittes Canyos (64) 

Past Objectives: improve middie ecological condition to late 
ecologscal condition for upland vegetative communities (| 990 AMP - no 
tome frames established) 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to umprove ecosite 
condition to attain late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife 
(masta), ripanan (improve) and upland (improve) obyectives. 

Data Semmary The upland watershed function, ecologycal processes. 
and wildlife habitats are in, or are making significant progress toward. 
property functioning condition. Upland trends indicate the pasture 1s not 
meeting the upiand objective Ripanan habitats are not properly 
functioning due to histonc gramng, current season-of-use and juniper 
mvasion Wildlife (deer and elk habstat, songbirds), yuniper imvasion, 
special status species (sage grouse lek immediately adjacent to pasture. 
Lewis woodpecker and black backed woodpecker) and special 
management areas (4,872 acres of the Beaver Dam Creek WSA) are 
wssues of concern. 


Pasture: East Crow Creek (05) 

Past Objectives. improve designated mpanan zones to achieve climax 
conditions on at least 50% of these npanan zones Maintain late 
ecological condition of upland vegetative communities (| 990 AMP) 
New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to maintain ecosite 
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condimon at late ecologscal condition or DRFCs Apply wildi:fe 
(umprove), npanan (umprove) and upland (maintain) obyectrves. 

for ecologycal processes are in or are making ngnificant progress toward 
monstored for ecologscal processes, and wildlife habstats are not property 
functnoning due to histonc gramng. cik populations and fire suppression. 
Creck/Rail Canyon and part of Clover Creek). Trend data indicates that 
the past mpanan objective is not being met. The long-term mpanan trend 
18 down due to yunsper invasion and the lack of aspen recru:tment 
although the grass/forb component looks good Wildlife (elk and deer 
habstat, songbirds), sunsper invasion and special status species (nesting 
goshawk, spotted frog. redband trout) are issues of concern 


Pasture: West Crow Creek (06) 

Past Objectives: Improve dessgnated mparian zones to acineve climax 
conditions on at least 50% of these mpanan zones Mazntaim late 
ecological condition of upland vegetative c. nmunites (1990 AMP) 
New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to mamtaim ccosite 
condition at late ecological condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife 
(improve), npanan (umprove) and upland (maintain) obyectives 

Deta Semmary The upland watershed function (one assessment site 
monstored for ecologscal processes) are im, or are making significant 
the pasture 1s meeting the upland obyectrve Rupanan habitats (one 
assessment site monstored for ecological processes and for wildlife 
habstats) are not property functioning due to histone gramng. high elk 
populai-ons and fire suppression This has resulted in decadent aspen 
stands, lack of woody reproduction, overstocking of coniferous trees and 
yumiper encroachment Trend data indicates the npanan obyective 1s not 
being met The long-term npanan trend 1s down due to the decadent 
overstory athough the grass/forb component looks good Wildlife (elk 
(goshawk) are issues of concern 
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Dets Semmary There are no issues of concern The Beaver Dam 
Creek WSA (394 acres) lies primarily on upland habitet with little 
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Richie Flat Allotment (10214) 


Operater Informatica: 
Active AUMs Suspended AUMs Exchange of Use Season of Use 
JD Dearing 3168 38) 0 41-1115 
Data 
I 5 4 $ ad | panied Ripenen 
PPC | FARU | FARN FARD | WF Lang term Shan sere Onernl 
Scmst Pidge PROPFC PRO PRC FAR/PFC u U uP 
Marth Ridge rr re rr SO 5 ne 
Richwe Flat Sending rr FAR FAR U U NR 
Wen Lag Creek rr 2 ‘ PFC s PFC u U ND 
bam Log Crees re 07s 25 2.75 re La] PPC/FAR SU SU 5 
Peon Bune rr rr rr ND ND NR 
Racker rt PPR ND ND ND ND ND wR 
G Schedule 
Pectery Reese ler cet ARetmret Monagemre: Pies P+ eguemerad 
mortiag Stnederés | < Grentag Schedute Grasteg Schedute 
( used by ( eumed by Year | Year 2 Year } Yeu | Year 2 Year 3 
( wrrere (her 
(warm Factors 
South ® dge 5 WIS-1IS WIS-11/15 1.77/15 1-103! 1-101 S/1-9/1 
Narth Ridge 11718-1290 WIS-11/15 W1-11$ 1-131 614 1 -1@31 
Riche Her Seeding 33 14/0 5/1 4/30 5/1! 3/1. 1-103 $/1- 9/1 
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Pasture Semmarics 


Pasture: South Ridge (01) 

Past Objectives: Attain upward trend in 5-!0 years and improve carly 
ecologscal condition to middie ecologycal condition class within |5 years 
(by 2003). 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition of the native vegetation communities to attain late condition or 
DRFCs. Apply wildlife (maint: 1), seeding #3 and upland (maintain) 
objectives. Most of this pasture 1s native vegetation communities, 
however, crested wheatgrass was seeded in the southern portion of the 
pasture 

and wildlife habstats in the native portion of the pasture are in or are 
Wildlife habstat in the seeding is not properly functioning due to the lack 
of vegetative diversity It is unknown if the pasture is meeting the 
upland objective for native vegetation communities. This pasture has 
been proposed as an ACBC/RNA for native vegetative communities. 
Annual rangelands and special status species (two sage grouse leks in 
pasture and one jek adjacent to pasture) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: North Ridge (62) 

Past Objectives: Improve middie ecological condition to late ecological 
condition within 10 years by 1993. 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite 
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condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (maimtaim) 
and upland (ma:ntain) obyectives. 

and wildlife habitats are in properly functioning condition. Upland trends 
indicate the pasture 1s moving toward meeting the upland objective. 
Juniper invasion 1s a low pnornty problem because ecological conditions 
are very good, however, one patch 1s established and deserves 
monitoring. This pasture has been proposed as an ACEC/RNA for native 
special status species (sage grouse area with two leks) are issues of 
concern. 


Pasture: Richie Flat Seeding (03) 

Past Objectives: Improve good seeding condition to excellent seeding 
condition within |5 years (by 2003), restrict grazing of fall green-up and 
regrowth for wildlife. 

New Objectives. The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition of the native vegetation communities to attain late condition or 
DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve), upland (maintain) and seeding #3 
objectives. 

Data Semmary The upland watershed function 1s in properly 
functioning condition. This seeding appears to be recovering. Ecological 
processes and wildlife habitats are not properly functioning due to 
histonc grazing, invasion by annual weeds and a lack of vegetative 
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Community diversity. A small corner of native vegetation communities 
is m fime condition Seeding trends indicate the pasture 1s moving 
toward mecting the seeding objective. Special status species (one sage 
grouse lek) is an issue of concern. 


Pasture: West Leg Creek (64) 

Past Objectives: improve carly ecologscal condition to muddle 
ecologscal condition of upland vegetative communities within | 0 years 
by 1998. 
New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ccosite 
condition to attain middie condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife 
(maantam), npanan (improve) and upland (improve) obyectives. 

Dete Semmary: The upland watershed function, ecological processes 
and wildlife habstats are m or are making mgnificant progress toward 
property functioning condition. Upland trends indicate the pasture 1s 
moving toward meeting the upland objective. Ripanan habitats are not 
property functioning due to historic grazing and current conditions of 
upstream private lands. Log Creek and Birch Creek aspen stands and 
the large woody vegetation have lost vigor (largely an upstream problem 
on private lands) Annual rangelands and special status species (sage 
grouse) in the lower portions of the pasture are issues of concern. 


Pasture: East Leg Creek (05) 

Past Objectives: Attain upward trend in 5-10 years (by 1998) and 
improve from early ecological condition to middie ecological condition 
within 15 years (by 2003). Increase density and cover of perennial 
vegetation associated with riparian zone on Reds Creek. 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve), 
riparian (improve) and upland (improve) objectives. 
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processes are im or are making significant progress toward properly 
funcnioning due to histonc grazing and wildlife browsing on willows. 
Wildlife habstats are not property functioning due to histonc grazing m 
stiff sagebrush habstat (big sagebrush habstat is functional). Ripanan 
objective. The Reds Creek 3-Way Upland Exclosure (no data on size) is 
located within this pasture. Annual rangelands (part of Reds Creek) and 
special status species (one sage grouse lek) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Poisoa Butte (06) 

Past Objectives: Improve carly ecological condition to middie ecological 
condition within | 5 years (by 2003). Maintain/improve the quality of 
deer/antelope winter range. 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (maitain) 
and upland (i ) object 

and wildlife habstats are in or are making significant progress toward 
properly functioning condition. Annual rangelands are an issue of 
concern. 


Pasture: Richie Fiat FFR (07) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: No objectives are to be defined due to small acreage of 
public domain. 
Data Semmary: Only 9 acres of public lands are within the pasture and 
no data has been collected. There are no issues of concern. 
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Pastere: Moentate Pasture (01) 

Past Otjectives Matar late ecomte condmon class 

New Objectives. The long-term objective is t0 mamtam ccosite 
condmor st late condimon or DRFCs Apply wildlife (improve). 
npanan (umprove) and upland (mamta) objectives 

Deta Sesamary The upland watershed function and ecological 
Processes are in or are making mgnificant progress toward property 
funcnommg condipon Upland obyectives are being met on the shor. 
term Ripanan habwtats are not property functioning due to histor: - 
gramng, current season-of-use and tig game impacts Rupanan habuat 
used to support redband trout Deer populations are down Aspen 
sands are dead or dying slong with other mpanan shrubs‘trees Wildlife 
habuats were rated as property functioning, however. mpanan obligate 
species (trout. sage grouse song turds. amphitnans) are ing@acted by 
currem mpanan conditons Rupanan trend 1s static m a degraded 
condimon on Bnan Creek Wildlife (heavy big game use in spring and 
surmmer and possibly overwintering) and special status species (sage 
grouse leks) are wsrues of concern 


Pastures: North NG Seeding (@2) and South NC Seeding (63) 
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seeding condimon to late ecologecal condston within | 5 years (by 2002) 
Menumze wolf plants Maximuze svaslability of fal! green-up for 
wildlife 

New Objectives The long-term objective is to improve ccosite 
condsnon of the natrve vegetabon communes to afta: middie 
condinon or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (umprove), mparian (improve), 
upland (improve) and seeding #! obyectives 

ccologscal processes and wildlife habvtats are not im property functioning 
condition due to histor and current gramng The seedings have been 
used imtensely, and the crested wheatgrass has lost viability, resulting im 
an mecrease in the shrub component with the corresponding loss of the 
crested wheatgrass With imcreasing shrubs. the habvtat 1s returning to a 
more natural state The riparian habitat in South NO Seeding (03) is 
muanimal (a water gap) in North NG Seeding (02), the long-term upland 
trend 1s down, and the short-term trend 1s static (not meeting objective for 
seeding trend) There are no specific trend data for South NG Seeding 
(03), however. North NG Seeding (02) represents trend im South NG 
Seeding (03) Annual rangelands are an issue of concern for both 
seedings (more than 25%. of pastures im annual grasslands) 
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Backbrush (16218)/Westfall Seeding (00227) 

ABetment Summary: Westfal! Seeding (Allotment 00227) is a singic pasture which is used in conjunction with Buckbrush Allotment. Evaluations were 
completed for these allotments in 1990 and 1995. There were no mayor resource issues identified although both seedings showed a long-term downward 
wend. Specific note was made that grazing schedules have been followed and proyect maintenance has been good. 


Past Objectives: Objectives in this allotment have been developed at the pasture level 


4/1-1031 380 head including horses 
4/1-10/31 30 head horse permut 


$ \ plane (plane 8 nerve 

Lang 4erm Short 4erm Oversii 
FAR/PFC D SU U 
PFC SU U s 
PFC 5 5 ND 
ND SU 5 ND 
FAR 5s 5 NR 
PFC SU SU NR 
FAR/PFC SU SU ND 
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Pasture Summaries: 


Pasture: Beckbrush Seeding (01) 

Past Objectives: improve the quality of deer antelope winter range 
improve the middie ecological condition of the upland vegetative 
community 

New Objectives. The lung-term objective 1s to improve ccosite 
condition of the native vegetation communities to attain middie 
condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (umprove/mamtain), npanan 
(improve), and seeding #2 obyectives. 

Data Semmary: The upland watershed function and wildlife habstats on 
the native vegetation communities are in or are mai ng significant 
not being met. Riparian habitats are not properly functioning due to 
processes and wildlife habutats in the seeding are not properly 
functioning due to histone grazing which has reduced the grass/forb 
component Annual rangelands are an issue of concern 


Pasture: Beckbrush (62) 
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Past Objectives: improve the quality of deer/antelope winter range. 
improve the maddie ecologscal condition of the upland vegetative 
community 

New Objectives The long-term objective 1s to improve ccosite 
condstion to attain late condition or DRFCs Apply wildlife (mamtam), 
npanan (improve) and upland (improve) obyectives. 

Data Semmary: The upland watershed function, ecological processes 
and wildlife habstats are in or are making significant progress toward 
properly due to historic gramng Annual rangelands (lower portions of 
the pasture have more than 25% annual grass cover) and special status 
species (near 2 sage grouse leks) are issues of Concern. 


Pasture: Turnout (63) 

Past Objectives: Improve the quality of deer/antelope winter range 
Improve the early ecological condition of the upland vegetative 
community 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite 
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conditioe to attain middie condmon or DRFCs Apply npanan 
(mmprove) and upiand (umprove’mamtam ) objectives. 

and wildi:fe habitat at one assessment site are in or are making progress 
toward property functioning condspon. Al a second assessment site, the 
not fumchoning property due to histor gramng Upland trends indicate 
that the pasture is not meeting the upland objective Annual rangelands 
are an issue of concern. 


Pasture: Mountain (64) 

Past Objectives: Maimtain the late ecologscal conditon of upland 
vegetative communities 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to mamtam the ecosite 
condition at late condinon or DRFCs. Apply nparnan (improve) and 
upland (maintain) objectives 

processes are in or are making significant progress toward properly 
functioning condition. Upland trends and SRH indicate the pasture 1s 
functioning due to histonc grazing and current season-of-use Special 
status species (sage grouse leks) are an issue of concern. 


Pasture: FFR (05) 
Past Objective: None 
New Objective: None 
Dets Semmary 


Pasture: Gathering (06) 

Past Objectives: Improve the carly ecological condition of upland 
vegetative Communities 

New Objectives. The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite 
condition to attain middie condition or DRFCs Apply upland (ma:taim) 
objective. 

Deta Semmary: The upland watershed function, ecological processes 
and wildlife habstats are in or are making significant progress toward 
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pasture 1s moving towards the upland objective Annual rangelands are 
an wesue of concern although the condition is improving. 


Pasture: Salters /State (67) 

Past Objectives: None in | 990, this was a newly established pasture 
and no upland objectives were assigned at thal ime 

New Objectives. The long-term objective is to umprove coosite 
condition to sttam middie conditon or DRFCs. Apply npanan 
(umprove), wildlife (umprove) and upland (maintain) objectives. 

Deta Semmary: The upland watershed functoon (one assessment site for 
ecological processes and one assessment site for wildlife habstats) are wn 
or are making significant progress toward properly functioning 

the cause 1s unknown One assessment site cach for ecological processes 
and wildlife habstats are not properly functioning due to histonc grazmng 
which has resulted in an invasion of weeds Upland trends show a slight 
improvement Annual rangelands. and weeds (whiietop. tumbie 
mustard) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Westfall (00227)/W estfall Seeding (01) 

Past Objectives: improve the quality of deer/antelope winter range by 
managing for 55% grasses, 25% forbs, and 20% shrubs. 

New Objectives. The long-term objective is to improve ccosite 
condition of the native vegetation communities to middie condition or 
DRFCs Apply wildlife (improve), upland (smprove) and seeding #2 
objectives, 

and wildlife habitats are not functioning properly This 1s due to histornc 
grazing which resulted in reduced litter and cover, changes in cover 
distribution, lack of grass understory and no seed production or 
recruitment. There is a lack of community structure, excessive exotic 
species and no vegetative diversity. The shrub component is good 
populations of whitetop and Scotch thistle) and wildlife (deer and 
pronghorn winter range) are issues of concern. 
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Pastere: Juniper Springs (01) 

Past Objectives: improve meddle ecological condition to late ecological 
condition of upland vegetative communities (199! AMP - no time 
frames established) 

New Objectives The long-term obyective is to umprove ccosite 
condition to attain late conden or DRFCs Apply wildlife (improve). 
mpanan (emprove). and upland ( mamta) obyectrves 

Dete Semmary The upland watershed function and ecologn a! 
processes are im or are making signsficant progress toward properly 
funchonming condition Upland trends indicate the pasture 1s not meeting 
the upland otyective Ripanan and wiidiife habutats are not properly 
functonmng due to histor gramng. current season of use (hot season 
grarng) and deer impacts This has resulted om high secement loads in 
the stream There is decadent bitterbrush with no reproduction and 
deciining sagebrush communities (Cultural resources. puniper invasion 
and special status species (4 sage grouse leks adjacent to the pasture) are 
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weues of comcern 


Pastere: North ( ottow wood Seeding (62) 

Past Objectives: improve mpanan zone along indian ( reek 

New Objectives The longterm objective is to improve ecosre 
condition wm the native vegetation communities to attain muddle condition 
or DRFCs Apply mpanan (improve) upland (mamtam) and seeding *! 
obyectives 

Deta Semmary The native portions for the upland watershed function 
and ecological processes are in or are making significant progress toward 
property functioning condition Wiidlife habuats are properly functioning 
im the entire pasture The seedings are not properly functioning due to 
Liston grazing resulting im a weakened seeding. bare ground and 
whntetop and cheatgrass invasions The mpanan watershed functian is not 
property functioning due to histor grazing and old dam structures (there 
are hydrologycal problerns on the upper segments of the strearn) Rupanan 
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are an issue of concern. 


Pasture: indians Creek (63) 

Past Objectives: improve middie ecological condition to late ecological 
condinon (1991 AMP no tume frames established). 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ccosse 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (maintain), 
npanan (improve) and upland (maintain) obyectives: 

and wildlife habstats are in, or are making significant progress toward, 
functions are not properly functioning due to histonc and current 
grazing and upstream reservoir controls which have resulted in 
trend plot is located, there was an enormous amount of aroga moth 
kill noted during 1998 monitoring. Annual rangelands, wildlife (deer 
habstat), special status species (sage grouse), sutuper invasion and weeds 
(Russian knapweed) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Panhandle (04) 

Past Objectives: improve carly ecological condition to middie 
ecological condition (1991 AMP - no time frames established). 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain middie condition or DRFCs. Apply mparian 
(improve) and upland (maintain, obyectives 

and wildlife habstats are in or are making significant progress toward 
meeting the upland obyeci:ve, however, data show uplands are 
properly functioning due to reservoir controls in the segment below 
the ranch. Annual rangelands, special status species (sage grouse), 
wildlife (deer habitat, shrikes) and weeds (Russian knapweed) are issues 
of concern. 
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Pasture: North Fork (05) 

Past Objectives: improve the riparian zone along the NF Bully Creek 
(identified to be in carly seral condition in 1991 AMP). There were 
orginally two North Fork pastures (East & West) identified mm this 
allotment from the 1981 AMP. The 1991 AMP shows only | pasture 
with 2 riparian objective. The original North Fork West Pasture objective 
was to improve condition from muddle ecological condition to late 
ecological condition within 15 years (by 1996). 

New Objecuives: The long-term objective 1s to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply mparian (improve) 
and upland (improve) objectives. 

in or are making significant progress toward properly funcboning 
(Russian knapweed) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: State Biock (06) 

Past Objectives: improve middie ecologyca! condition to late ecologyca! 
cond.\s0on (1991 AMP - no time frames established). 

Nev Jbjectives: The long-term objective :s to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (mamtaim), 
mpanan (improve) and upland (maintain) objectives. 

and wilclife habitats are im or are making significant progr-ss toward 
properly functioning condition. Upland trend indicates the pasture 1s not 
properly functioning due to reservoir controls. Annual rangelands, 
wildlife (deer and pronghorn habitat) and special status species 
(three sage grouse Icks) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Willow Basin Creek (07) 

Past Objectives: Improve middie ecolog cal condition to late ecological 
condition of upland vegetative communities (1991 AMP no time frames 
established). 
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New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve), 
nipanan (improve) and upland (maintain) objectives. 

processes are in or are making significant progress toward properly 
functioning condition. Forage production is suffering and bitterbrush 1s 
overused. Upland trend indicates the pasture is not meeting the 
upland objective. The uplands should have more vegetative cover 
and juniper invasion i..cy be a problem. Based on professional 
judgment, nparian watershed functions and wildlife habitat are not 
properly functioning due to historic and current grazing season-of- 
use (hot season). The Beaver Dam Creek WSA (1,622 acres) lies 
in the northwest corner of the pasture. Annual rangelands, wildlife 
(deer, pronghom and elk), special status species (five sage grouse 
leks, redband trout, spotted frog) and weeds (Russian knapweed) 


are issues of concern. 


Pasturc: Bully Creek (08) 

Past Objectives: Improve riparian areas of North, South Bully Creek, 
Puckett Creek, McArthur Creek, and Godding Creek (1991 AMP - no 
time frames established or other parameters). 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to maintain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife 
(improve), npanan (improve) and upland (maintain) objectives. 
processes are in or are making significant progress toward properly 
functioning condition. Upland trend indicates that the pasture is not 
meeting the upland objective. Mountain sagebrush is decadent, and 
wildlife habitats are not properly functioning due to current and 
soils and heavy sediment deposits. There is no regeneration of 
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aspen/willow/birch. The Beaver Dem Creek WSA (8,366 acres) lies 
within the pasture. There has also been an increase in wood cutting in 
the drainage. Wildlife (cik, deer, songbird habstat), yuniper invasion, 
special status species (sage grouse lek, redband trout), weeds (spotted 
knapweed at headwaters of South Bully Creek) and recreation (a lot of 
hunter camps in the pasture; new OHV tracks developed into Puckett 
Creek) are issues of concern. 


Pastures: FFR (09) 

Past Objectives: None 

New Objectives: The long-term objective ts to umprove ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve) 
and upland (improve) objectives. 

Data Semmary: The Beaver Dam Creek WSA in pasture (09) consists 
of $7 acres. Annual rangelands and special status species (sage grouse 
lek is close) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: Shroyer FFR (10) 
Past Objectives: None 
New Objectives: The long-term objective ts to improve ecosite 
atom tn attain late candiden or DRTC ty rigerien G , 
and upland (improve objectives. 
Data Semmary: Annual rangelands are an issue of concern. 


Pasture: FFR (11) 

Past Objectives: Nonc. 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve) 
and upland (improve) objectives. 

Data Summary: The Beaver Dam Creek WSA in pasture (| 1) consists 
of 1,064 acres. Special status species (one sage grouse lek) is an issues 
of concern. 
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Lava Ridge Allotment (10223) 


ABetment Summary: Evaluations were conducted for this allotment in 1987 and 199), The two seedings were shown to be heavily used with downward 
tends and the Bully Creck pasture was divided to provide better riparian management No changes were made to the scheduled grazing 
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Pasture: Hay Canyon (01) 

Past Objectives: Mamtam late ecological condition class (| 986 AMP - 
no time frames established) 

New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to mamtam coosete 
condition at late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (umprove), 
npanan (improve) and upland (maintain) objectives. 

to histor and current grazing season-of-use Upland trends indicate the 
pasture 1s mecting the upland obyective Weeds (whstetop and Scotch 
thistle) are invading the mpanan areas Although wildlife is not an issue 
of concern, elk and deer frequent the area later in the year. 
Topographically, there are a lot of places for deer and pronghorn that are 
maccessible to livestock. Special status species (one sage grouse lek) 
and juniper invasion are issues of concen. 


Pasture: East Lava Seeding (02) 

Past Objectives: Improve carly condition class to middie condition 
within | 5 years, ‘numumuze wolf plant accumulation and maximize 
availability of fall green-up regrowth for wildlife. 

New Objectives: The long-term objective is to mprove ecosrie 
condition of the native vegetation communities to attain middie 
condition or DRFCs Apply wildlife (improve) upland (improve) and 
seeding #2 objectives. 

Data Summary: The upland watershed function, ecological processes 
and wildlife habitats are not in properly functioning condition duc to 
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historic grazing The seedings also receive heavy spring/summer 
pronghorn use The long-term upland trend 1s down with short-term 


trend static to down Annual rangelands, special status species (sage 
grouse, one lek im pasture with two ‘eks nearby) are rssues of concern 


Pasture: West Lava Seeding (63) 

Past Objectives: improve carly ecological condstion class to maddie 
condition withm | $ years, minimize wolf plant accumulation and 
maxitmze availability of fall green-up regrowth for wildlife 

New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to smprove ccosite 
condition of the native vegetation communities to attam middie condition 
or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve), upland (improve) and seeding #2 
objectives 

Data Summary: The upland watershed function, ecological processes 
and wildlife habsats are not im properly functioning condition due to 
historic grazing The seedings receive heavy spring/summer pronghorn 
use. The long-term trend for the East Lava Seeding 1s down with the 
short term trend static to down. No data are available for the West Lava 
Seeding but the East Lava Seeding trend data represents the West Lava 
Seeding. A minor part of an ACEC (117 acres) lies within this pasture 
but 1s not an issue of concern. Annual rangelands, special status species 
(sage grouse, three leks nearby) are issues of concern 


Pastures: North Bully Creek (04) 
Past Objectives: Improve upland areas to late ecological condition over 
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Che long-term Withen |S years (by 200!) the short-term obyective i to 
improve the pasture to middie cookogcal comdsan 

New Objectives: The longterm obyective is to improve ecosme 
comdvton to afttaan late condinan or DRE + Apply wiidisfe (umprove) 
and upland (umprove) otyectives 

Date Sammary: The ecologcal processes are um or are making 
tgruficant progress toward property functioning comdiman Wher 
annual vegetation (shrub or grasslands) are taken into consderaton this 
may not be the case Upland watershed function and wildlife habetats 
are not property functuoning due to the current gramng season of -use 
(not enough deferment andor rest in the pasture) Livestock use is 
depleting sage grouse nesting habstat by removing grass undersiory 
Upland trend indicates that the pasture is moving toward meeting the 
upland objective. A munor part of an ACEC (44 acres) hes within the 
pasture Annual rangelands in the southeast area of the pasture and 
special status species (about | 4 mule from sage grouse leks) are issues 
of concern 
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Pastrre: South Bally (reek (05) 

Past Objectives, Amam an upward trend on both mpanan and upland 
arcas improve upland areas to Late ecological comdsian over the lang: 
term Wathen |S years (by 200!) umprove the pasture to maddie 
ccologscal comdmoan improve st least half of the mparnan areas to 
pristine Comdinan by | 990 

New Obdjectives: The longterm objective 15 to umprove ecomic 
condytan to attam late condtan of DRE + Apply wildlife (umprove ). 
mpanan (amprove) and upland (umprove ) ob. ctrves 

Data Semmary | piand watershed function npanan watershed 
functions. ecological processes and wildlife habeuats are noe property 
functioning due to bistorx gramng and possibly other umdent fed 
causes Weeds are 9 problem (a large porton of this pasture 1s m poor 
condom and 1s vulnerable to weed invasion) Annual rangelands and 
special status species (sage grouse habvtat. shrike habetat) are issues of 
concern 
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West Bench Allotment (20104) 


Allotmeat Semmary: An evaluation was completed for this allotment in 1993. The early seral conditions were noted and specific grazing management 
was implemented to prorwte upward trends. 


Past Objectives: Gbjectives in this allotment have been developed at the pasture level. 


Operator Information: 
Operator Name ion cine eer’ eee wae Season of Use 
Hyde 4/1-10/3! 
Bill Moore i: os ; 4/1-10/31 
Dats 
Pestere ene ee Treads 
1 3 4 ‘ Upland | Upland | Riperien 
PFC LL IL J a Long-term | Short-term | Overall 
East PFC | | FAR ND s ND NR 
West PFC PFC ND St ND NR 


4/16-$/3! T 4/15-7/1 or W/15 


Pasture Summaries 

Pasture: East (01) New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 

Past Objective: Increase palatable winter browse production by 20% by condition to attain middle condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve) 
1990. and upland (improve) objectives 
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Data Summary: The upland watershed function is in or making 
ecological processes are not properly functioning due to historic and 
current grazing seasons of use resulting im invasion of annual weeds 
(Russian thistle and cheatgrass with some morning glory). Annual 
rangelands and wildlife (pronghorn winter range) are issues of concern. 


Pasture: West (02) 


Past Objectives: Increase palatable browse production by 20% by 1990. 
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New Objectives: The long-term objective ts to improve ecosite 
condition to attam middie condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife 
(improve) and upland (maintain) objcctives. ; 

Data Semmery: The upland watershed function and ecological 
processes are in or are making significant progress toward properly 
functioning condition. Historic and current grazing scasons of use have 
resulted in invasion of annual weeds (Russian thistle and cheatgrass) 


Annual rangelands and wildlife (pronghorn winter range) are issucs of 
concem 
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Map 11. Bully Creek Landscape Area 
West Bench Allotment 20104 
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C Allotments 


Allotmeat Semmary: Grizing in C allotments will remain authorized m conjunction with private lands as long as public land management objectives are 


Allotment: Boston Horse Camp (00113) 
Pasture: Boston Horse Camp (01) 
Operator Informatica: Rex Knudson 
Active AUMs: 83; Suspended AUMs: 162 
Past Objectives: None 
New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ccosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve), 
riparian (improve) and upland (maintain) objectives. 
functions are not properly functioning due to historic grazing and current 
wildlife populations. Aspen regeneration is lacking. Issues of concern 
are special status species (one sage grouse ick nearby). 


Allotment: Juniper Mountain (00134) 

Pasture: Juniper (01) 
Operator Information: Paul Martian 

Active AUMs: 126; Suspended AUMs : 0 
Past Objectives: None 
New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply riparian (improve) 
and upland (improve) objectives. 
Data Summary: Part of Brady Creek is in this pasture above private 
lands. There are no data available or issues of concern. 


Allotment: Cow Creek Individual (00144) 
Pasture: Cow Creek (01) 
Operator Information: Brian Carmichael 
Active AUMs: 112; Suspended AUMs: 218 
Past Objectives: None 
New Objectives: The long-term objective is to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply mparian (improve) 
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and upland (improve’ objectives. 

Data Semmary: T) . apland watershed function and ecological processes 
are in poorly functional condition. The mpa ian areas need to be 
evaluated. Issues of concern include juniper. 


Allotment: Scratch Post Butte (00228) 

Pasture: Scratch (01) 
Operator Information: Ironside Associates 

Active AUMs: 132; Suspended AUMs: 0 
Past Objectives: Nonc 
New Objectives: The long-term of jective is to improve ecosite condition 
to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (maintain), mparian 
(improve) and upland (improve) obyectives. 
Data Summary: The upland watershed function, ecological processes 
and wildlife habitats are in properly functioning condition. There 1s no 
data for the riparian areas. Juniper invasion and special status species 
(near two sage grouse ieks; may have rare plants) are issucs of concern. 


Allotment: Post Creek Individual (00244) 

Pasture: Post (01) 
Operator Information: Anita and WM Butler 

Active AUMs: 98; Suspended AUMs: 228 
Past Objectives: None 
New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to umprove ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply riparian (improve) 
and upland (improve) obyectives. 
Data Summary: The upland watershed function and ecological! processes 
arc in properly functioning condition. Data was collected for 1 sparian 
watershed functions during the FY 1995 Riparian Evaluations. There is 
no fence between Cow Creek Individual and Post Creek Individual C 
allotments. Issues of concern include juniper. 
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Allotment: Ferriers Geich (10141) 

Pasture: Ferriers (01) 
Operator Information : Cari Mc d’Ree 

Active AUMs: 28; Suspended AUMs: 26 
Past Objectives: None 
New Objectives: The long-term objective +s to improve ecositc 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply upland (improve) 
Objectives 
Data Semmary: Short-term upland trend 1s static (plot established im 
1995). Jumiper invasion may become an issuc. There is no other data. 
No issues of concern have been sdentificd m this pasture 


Allotment: Clover Creek Individual (10210) 
Pasture: Clover Creek (01) 
Operator Information: Charies Wiicox 
Active AUMs: 248; Suspended AUMs: 205 
Past Objectives: None 
New Objectives: The long-term objective ts to improve ecosite 
condition to attain late condition or DRFCs. Apply wildlife (improve), 
mpanan (improve) and upland (improve) objectives. 


Data Summary: The upland watershed function and ecologycal processes 
are in properly functioning condstian. Special status species (sage grouse 
leks) are an issue of concern. 


Allotment: West Clover Creek (10215) 


Pasture: West Clover (01) 
Operator Information: 
Active AUMs Suspended AUMs 
Rick Wilcox 23 20 
Wilham Rupp 212 180 
Past Objectives: None 


New Objectives: The long-term objective 1s to improve coosste 
condition to attam late condion or DRFCs Apply upland (improve) 
Dats Semmary: The upland watershed function and ecological 
processes are in properly functioning condition Beaver Dam Creek 
WSA (394 acres) hes within this pasture. Juniper invasion 1s an issue of 
concern. 
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Bully Creek Landscape Area Management Project 
Environmental Assessment No. OR-030-99-019 


1. INTRODUCTION 


1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED 


This Environmental Assessment (EA) has been ceveloped to info.m u ¢ public and the BLM decision 
maker of the environmental, technical and economic factors imvo:.od » ith implementing any one of 
three management strategies within the Bully Creek Landscape Arca Management Project (LAMP). Sce 
Section | of the LAMP for a complete discussion of these topics. 


1.1 CONFORMANCE WITH LAND USE PLANS 


The Proposed Action is consistent with the analysis of significant impacts in several large-scale planning 
documents: the Northern Malheur Management Framework Plan (USDI/BLM 1979). the /ronside 
Grazing Management Environmental Impact Statement (USDIBLM 1|980a, 1980b), the Rangeland 
Program Summary (USDI/BLM 1982). and with the intent and management direction identified im the 
draft Interior Columbia Basin Ecosystem Management Project (ICBEMP) (USDI/BLM 1997), and the 
draft Southeasterr Ure son Resource Management Plan Environmental Impact Statement 

(SEORMP EIS) (USDVBLM 1998). The Scientific Assessment (USDA 1996a) and Swnmary of 
Scientific Findings (USA 1996») from the draft ICBEMP (USDA/USDI 1997) provided the broad- 
scale science used during the landscape area assessment in the LAMP. The ‘science’ was also used to 
develop subbasin level findings for the Bully Creek. Willow Creek and Lower Malheur River Subbasin 
Review (USDVBLM 1998). The Bully Creek Watershed Assessment and Strategy (BCWC 1997) and 
the draft Malheur Basin Wate: red Action Plan and Assessment (MOWC 1998), two documents 
addressing watershed management actrvities on private land within the Bully Creek subbasin, were 
consulted and referenced during development of the Proposed Acton 


1.2 RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PLANS 


The Bully Creek Watershed Coalition (BCWC) and the Malheur-Owyhee Watershed Council (MOWC) 
have prepared watershed assessments or strategies (BCWC 1997, MOWC 1998) which address resource 
concerns on adjommng and surrounding private land within the Bully Creck subbasin The goals. 
objectives and resource concerns in thes. two documents are similar to those identified in the LAMP 
Although BLM :s the largest land manager within the landscape area, the success of ecosystem 
restoration relies on Coordinating activities between al! interested partes 


13 MANAGEMENT DIRECTIONS COMMON TO ALL ALTERNATIVES 


Compliance with policy and direction for livestock grazing on public lands would follow the Standards 
for Rangeland Health and Guidelines for Livestock Grazing Management for Public Lands in Oregon 
and Washington (SRH) (USDIUBLM 1997, USDI BLM 1998b-Appendix Q) The authorized officer 
shall take appropriate action as soon as practicable but not later than the start of the next grazing year 
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upon determining. through assessment or monstonng. that a standard 1s not bemg actneved and that 
lvestock are a significant contnbutung factor to the failure to actneve the standards and conform with the 


guidelines (43 CFR 4180.2) 


Desired wildlife habrtat condmons and mutigaton measures, as described in the draft SEORMP EIS 
Appendix F (USDI BLM 1! 998), would be followed to ensure projects and other management activites 
are designed and carned out to minim ze negative impacts to wiidlife specees and the dependent 
habutats *n the landscape ares ~~~ mvolves wildlife habvtat secur.) and hurnan disturbances, wmpacts 


from structural projects, ar = Cys’) MuMagernent 


Sest Management Practices .», a8 described im the draft SEORMP EIS Appendix O (USDIL BLM 
199%b). would be followed for activites involving road design and ma:mtenance. surface-disturbing 
activites, nghts-of-way and ublity corndors, forest management, fire suppresson, prescribed fires. 
livestock grazing management, mining. wildlife habstat protection, nowous weed management, and 
developed recreation BMPs are designed to maxmuze beneficial results and manimuze negative wmpacts 
of management actions Interdisciplinary sste-spocific analysis may identify modifications necessary to 
muneraze the potential for negative mnpacts 


Rangeland improvement proyects would follow standards and design clements descnbed in the draft 
SEORMP EIS Appendix S (USDIBLM 19985) Design clements have been standardized over tirne to 
mitigate impacts encountered dumng construction Specific design features have been developed for 
reservow construction, well dniling. spnng development, pipelines, fences, wildlife guzziers, and 
prescribed fire 


2. ALTERNATIVES INCLUDING THE PROPOSED ACTION 
2.1 Alternative A - Proposed Action/Implement the Bully Creek LAMP 


The Proposed Action would be to implement the recommendations as descnbed in the Bully Creek 
LAMP (Section 7 0, Resource conditions are largely due to histernc and current livestock grazing 
practices and associated activities, .2 addition to changes in fire patterns, behavior and frequency 
Because livestock grazing has been the dorm:nant use across the landscape, continued livestock grazing 
would be used as one of the management tools to achreve resource objectives. Therefore, the mayonty of 
the recommendatons developed enable more effective livestock management For crampic. allotment 
and pasture division fencing allows greater control of livestoc! within critical mpanan areas, improves 
Irvestock distmbuton in uplands and seedings to encourage better forage utilization, helps improve 
overall habitat conditions, and alleviates impacts to sage grouse strutting. nesting and wintering arcas 
To further protect sensitive resources and focus on resource needs, specific forage utilization levels. 
season-of-use, and duration of use for livestack would be prescribed on a pasture-by-pasture basis In 
addition, range-rcadiness critena, and wildlife habitat restnctions have been desugned to address 
sensitive resources (LAMP Appendix A, Tables A-!!) 


The recommendation proposed in the LAMP include a vanety of activites wucre sta: sardized 
descnptions and methods for implementation have been analy zed and adopted in cxsting land use plans 
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and EIS’s (USDI/BLM 1980a, 1980b, 1982, 1998b). The activities would include: (1) implementing a 
grazing management strategy for 20 allotments; (2) constructing rangeland improvement projects 
(springs, pipelines and water troughs, fences, reservoirs and windmills; conducting maintenance and 
reconstruction on existing projects); (3) upland (including forest ecosystems) and mparian habitat 
biological control; and (4) various other follow-up monitoring, data collection and administrative 
activities to be conducted during the course of the project. These activities are also directly and 
indirectly related to other actions such as access management and revegetation. 


Grazing schedules were developed considering pasture carrying capacity levels and are shown in the 
LAMP, Appendix C. These schedules would be implemented beginning in Fiscal Year (FY) 2000. To 
effectively implement the grazing schedules, specific rangeland improvement projects have been 
identified for construction beginning in FY1999. Those projects would be critical to maintaining a 
grazing program while protecting resources. Proposed projects and site-specific information would be 
further refined in subsequent years, prior to their implementation. The list of proposed projects and their 
anticipated construction/implementation year(s) is shown in the LAMP, Appendix A, Table A-10. This 
project list is based on current resource conditions, and is subject to additions or deletions, as conditions 
warrant, to meet stated objectives. 


2.2 Alternative B - Suspension of Use 


In 24 pastures within 8 allotments (see Table 1) where SRH (USDI/BLM 1997) are not being me! and 
current livestock grazing is determined to be the primary cause, livestock grazing would be suspendc? 
This suspended use would be for a minimucn of 3 years or until monitoring shows resource conditions 
are moving towards meeting the standards as defined in SRH guidelines and in the objectives described 
for the LAMP. Resumption of livestock grazing in those pastures would only be permitted where there 
is a reasonable expectation that grazing could occur without setbacks in recovery. Grazing schedules, 
forage utilization levels, and season of use in those pastures where grazing use is not suspended would 
be similar to the Proposed Action. In the pastures in cach allotment still available for grazing, schedules 
would be developed to address the same resource objectives, concerns and issues as used for the 
Proposed Action. 
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Pasture 
Tonal 10,916 48,500 2,772 
Allotment #3 Jones 10,320 
North Black Canyon 5.45% 
Swemp Creek Seeding 4912 
North Studhorse 9277 
South Black Canyon 8,108 
Upper Pole Creek 4,502 
Lower Pole Creck 2,205 
E. Cottonwood Seeding 2,506 
W. Cottonwood Seeding 4.754 
Pasture 
Total $1,172 77,694 7,357 
Rai! Canyon Kutten Canyon Pasture 22,639 0 
Total 6,115 
Brian Crock North NG Seeding 1,151 
South NG Seeding RRO 
Mountain (N and S) 2,776 
Pasture 
Totals 4316 4316 1,090 
Buckbrush Mountain $,103 
Buckbrush Seeding 2,795 
Pasture 
Totals 7 898 20,067 951 
Willow Basin Jumper Springs 6,7%6 
Willow Basin Creek 9,005 
Bully Creek 10,015 
Indian Creek 5,306 
Panhandic 3,009 
Pasture 
Totals 34.071 43.455 4,775 
Lava Ridge South Bully Creek 1,758 
North Bully Creek 2,999 
Pasture 
Totals 4,757 11,069 614 
West bench East Pasture Total 626 1605 39 
Total active AUMs in LAMP area allocated to livestock 42,366 
Total AUMs Proposed for Suspension 17,598 
% of Total AUMs Proposed for Suspension 41% 
Total Acreage Proposed for Suspension 120,371 
Total Acreage ney — Grazed 260,579 
% of Total | 45% 


eee a ____ 


Source : Malheur Resource Area Interdisciplinary Team, Vale District BLM, 1998. 
Projects constructed with implementation of Alternative B would be similar to Alternative A, Proposed 
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Action (see the LAMP Appendix A, Table A-10). The projected year of construction would differ 
between the two alternatives. The pnonty of implementing vegetation manipulation projects (¢.g.. 
prescribed fire in communities dominated by juniper and seeding in cheatgrass range) would be 
unchanged so as to achieve SRH in vegetation communities dominated by woody or annual species. 
The priority of implementing structural rangeland projects (¢.g., pasture division fences and water 
developments) in pastures which meet or are progressing toward mecting SRH would also not differ 
from the Proposed Action, since many of these projects are proposed to accelerate progress toward 
meeting SRH or meeting management objectives. The priority of constructing projects in pastures 
where SRH are not met or substantial progress has not been made would differ from the Proposed 
Action in that these projects would not be necessary until progress toward meeting SRH has been 
attained through live..ock exclusion. Structural project construction in pastures where livestock are 
temporanly excluded would become a pnority once the decision has been made to reintroduce livestock 
grazing. 

2.3 Alternative C - No Action 


Current management would continue within the landscape area as described in Section 5.0 of the LAMP. 
Livestock grazing would continue as descnbed in existing Allotment Management Plans (AMPs), 
subject to evaluation, SRH assessment and modification in regular cycles. Implementation of rangeland 
improvement projects and other activities would occur as in the past on a site-specific basis as needed 
wit,out considering the implications (positive or negative) the action(s) may have on the interconnected 
parts of the landscape arca, including adjoining private land. Existing pasture-specific objectives stated 
in AMP» are outdated, and in some cases have not been met. For analysis purposes for this alternative, 
current management will be considered as that which is now occurring and will not attempt to define 
changes that may or may not occur as a result of evaluation and SRH assessment. Rangeland projects 
would occur at the same rate and extent as in the last 10 years in allotments in the landscape area. 


2.4 Alternatives Considered But Not Analyzed in Detail 


Additional actions were considered but will not be further analyzed. These are actions that either would 
not be consistent with current Land Use Plans, identified objectives, current law or policy or are not 
viable. Actions considered but not carried forward include the following: 


e Complete elimination of livestock grazing. A No Grazing Alternative was analyzed in the 
lronside Grazing EIS and was not selected for implementation and does not need to be analyzed 


again. 


e Suspension of all activities within the landscape area. This would not be consistent with the 
current land use plans, laws or policy. 


e More extensive rangeland improvement development beyond that which is financially viable. 
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3. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 


The affected environment is described in the LAMP. Section 5.0. 


4. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 


This section analyzes the potential beneficial and adverse environmental direct, indirect and cumulative 
impacts to resources by implementing any one of the three alternatives. This chapter is arranged by 
resources with each alternative discussed under each resource value. The baseline used for impacts is 
the current condition or situation as described in the LAMP, Section 5.0. More pasture-specific resource 
conditions are described in the LAMP, Appendix C. Impacts are projected to be short-term (0-10 years) 
and long-term (10-20 years). Refer to Appendix | for a comparative summary of the impacts affecting 
each resource by alternative. 


4.1 AIR RESOURCES 


4.1.1 Alternative A (Proposeu Acuon) 

The airshed rating in the landscape area is Class II (Clean Air Act as amended 1990). Direct and indirect 
impacts from project implementation related to dust and smoke emissions would be localized and 
transitory in nature even during peak use periods. Prescribed fire to restore ecosystem function in some 
vegetative communities (juniper woodlands and sagebrush habitats) would be conducted over the course 
of LAMP implementation. This activity is expected to increase the release of overall emissions, but 
would not exceed the impacts as addressed under Alternative C of the Draft SEORMP/EIS (USDI/BLM 
1998b). The exact acreage, location and timing of prescribed fire would be specified and impacts 
addressed, as necessary, in subsequent NEPA analysis and in fire management plans. Any prescribed 
fire would be conducted to conform to applicable State and Federal air quality standards, and no long- 
term smoke impacts are expected. The Rail Canyon prescribed fire would be initiated, as approved, 
during 1999 (EA No. OR-030-98-014). 


4.1.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 
Under this alternative, the direct and indirect impacts from project implementation would be sl. zhtly less 
due to less prescribed burns. 


4.1.3 Alternative C (No Action) 

Minor short term impacts to air quality may occur during the Rail Canyon prescribed fire scheduled for 
implementation in 1999 (EA No. OR-030-98-014). Under this alternative, impacts to air quality would 
be less than under Alternative A (Proposed Action) due to fewer prescribed burns. 
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4.2 GEOLOGY, ENERGY and MINERAL RESOURCES 


4.2.1 All Alternatives 
As none of the alternatives propose to restrict opportunities for energy and mineral exploration 
and development in the landscape area, there would be no adverse impacts to these resources, 
regardless of the alternative implemented. 


43 SOILS 


4.3.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 
Analysis of the data collected during the SKH assessment process determined that 40-100 
percent of the sites assessed within 20 pastures showed deficiencies in meeting Standard | (see 
Table 2 of the LAMP) dealing with the upland watershed functions (see Appendix C of the 
LAMP). Soils at these sites showed deficiencies in either infiltration and permeability rates, 
moisture storage or stability from appropriate levels expected for this climate and landform. 


Eighty-nine pastures of the total 109 assessed within the LAMP where soil processes are meeting 
the standards would continue to improve towards desired range of future conditions (DRFCs). In 
the 20 pastures where soils are preventing the attainment of Standard | (Upland Watershed 
Function), the Proposed Action would allow progress towards meeting the standard and DRFCs. 
Proposed grazing schedules with vegetation utilization limits developed with the Proposed 
Action would allow more vegetation to remain in areas thereby retaining adequate plant litter to 
maintain soil productivity and limit accelerated erosion. 


Implementation of maximum allowable utilization levels and stubble heights (Table 7 of the 
LAMP) (measured at the end of the grazing or growing season (whichever comes first)) would 
provide adequate ground cover to protect soils from spring runoff. Range readiness criteria for 
early turnout and drought conditions (Table 8 of the LAMP) designed to protect soils from 
compaction and erosion would also ensure that upland and riparian soils could withstand grazing 


pressure. 


Short-term direct and indirect impacts, as well as, long-term impacts are expected to occur from 
prescribed burns or other mechanical/chemical treatments to vegetation. Short-term direct 
impacts include increased soil compaction and displacement from any off-road vehicle use and 
increased sediment and soil movement from runoff entering watersheds and decreased water 
quality. Short-term indirect impacts could include the possibility of increased silt production 
into streams. The increased silt load would cover fish eggs and suffocate fry affecting 
populations of fish and amphibians until silt loads were scoured out of these stream reaches. 
Long-term impacts would be positive to soil conditions as desired vegetation would begin to 
reestablish end provide protection. Soil-water storage would improve with the reestablishment 
of native grasses and reduction of undesirable woody species in parts of the landscape area 
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Implementation of the projects in the Proposed Action are expected to have short-term impacts to 
soils (erosion) due to soil and vegetation disturbance. Long-term impacts would be positive to 
soil conditions as desired vegetation begins to reestablish and provide protection. Soil-water 
storage would improve with the reestablishment of native grasses and reduction in encroaching 
juniper in parts of the landscape area. Surface disturbance would be kept to a minimum, and soils 
would be rehabilitated to blend into surrounding areas. Revegetation would occur as needed, 
with adapted perennial species to stabilize soils and preclude invasion and dominance of 
undesirable and weedy species. Existing roads and ways would be used, whenever possibic. 
Any necessary off-road travel would be done to minimize impacts to soils and other resources. 
Where feasible, off-highway vehicles with large, low pressure tires would be used. Traveling 
through nparian areas would be avoided wherever possible. 


Recreation activities (camping and off-highway vehicle use) and vehicle access would continue 
to cause moderate to low soil umpacts in localized areas. Impacts result from compaction, 
surface runoff, and wind erosion. In several areas (Pole Creek and Rail Canyon), roads cross 
through riparian and aquatic habitats. There has been no proposal to relocate or close roads, and 
direct and indirect impacts to soi!s and downstream water quality is expected to continue in these 
areas. 


4.3.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 
Impacts to soil resources would be similar to Alternative A (Proposed Action). In areas where 
grazing is suspended for 3 years, soil resources would be positively impacted by the ungrazed 
vegetative cover and lack of surface disturbance. Those 89 pastures where soil processes are 
meeting the standards would continue to improve towards DRFCs. Where soils are preventing 
the attainment of the standards (20 pastures), Alternative B would allow progress towards 
meeting the standards and DRFCs. Long-term impacts to soil resources would be similar to the 
Proposed Action as grazing is allowed after attaining the standards. Implementation of the 
projects under this alternative would have similar impacts to soil resources as Alternative A 
(Proposed Action). 


4.3.3 Alternative C (No Action) 
Under current management strategies, impacts to scils resources would exist as they do at the 
present time. Those 89 pastures meeting Standard | and in functioning condition would remain 
as they are. Degraded conditions would continue in 20 pastures not meeting Standard |. Grazing 
systems would need to be developed (through AMP revisions) which address resource problems, 
including recommendations to stabilize soils. Prescribed fire would not be as aggressive as 
Alternative A (Proposed Action), which may reduce short-term soil impacts, but may actually 
cause increased erosion in the long-term. 


44 VEGETATION 
44.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 


4.4.1.1 Impacts to Upland Vegetation 
Implementation of forage utilization limits and grazing schedules with penodic rest or deferment 
Bully Creek LAMP/Environmental Assessment No. OR-030-99-019 9 


/¢4 


from cntical growing season grazing would allow vegetation types with native and introduced 
perennial grasses to improve or remain stable. These actions would promote plant vigor, seed 
production, seedling establishment, root production, and litter accumulation for herbaceous 
plants in upland ecosystems. As a result, 22 of the 36 upland trend studics moving towards 
current upland objectives would continue to do so over the short-tern (10 years). Little change in 
vegetation composition would be expected in types now dominated by annual species except 
where some type of vegetation manipulation and seceding would be applied. 


Sagebrush and western juniper cover would be expected to decrease slightly and grass cover to 
increase correspondingly due to wildfire and vegetative manipulation projects such as prescribed 
would cause a short-term decrease in vegetative cover with a long-term increase in herbaceous 
Seeding with native and desirable non-native species would improve perennial species diversity 
where a forb mixture is used and would improve cover and forage production. The combination 
of these type of projects would lead to more diverse and healthy vegetative communities, 
especially as areas that are dominated by annual or single species are converted to more diverse 
Sustained c~ slightly reduced livestock grazing would return plant litter to the soil. Long-term 
vigor and health of vegetation, including maintenance of soil stability and energy, nutrient, and 
water cycling, would be maintained across the landscape, except at localized areas of livestock 
concentrations and areas impacted by project development. Proyect development would directly 
impact and displace vegetative communities in th localized area of the project and cause 
increased trampling with associated impacts immediately adjacent to projects such as fences and 
water developments. In the long-term, project development will allow for implementation and 
maintenance of grazing schedules necessary to foster vegetative health and maintenance. 


4.4.1.2 Impacts to Riparian Vegetation 


An assessed 48 miles of lotic mparian vegetation communities adjacent to perennial or 
intermittent streams determined to be in proper functioning condition would remain functioning 
with proposed grazing schedules which limit hot season grazing use or implement utilization 
limits when fall or hot season grazing would be scheduled. Approximately 49 miles of riparian 
communities determined to be in functioning at risk with an upward trend would continue to 
improve, while a portion of $7 miles of riparian communities functioning at risk with a trend not 
apparent would improve. Implementation of appropriate grazing schedules or application of 
riparian utilization limits w ould improve trends in 35 miles of riparian vegetation communities 
found to be functioning at risk with a downward trend and 21 miles of riparian vegetation 
communities found to be non-functional where livestock use was identified as a factor limiting 
attainment of function. These same stretches of riparian vegetation communities occupy 56 of the 
total 109 pastures within the landscape area. Forty seven of these 56 pastures are not currently 
mecting standard 2 with current grazing management practices being the main factor within 18 of 
the pastures. 


The rate of recovery of riparian function would be greatest where livestock grazing practices are 
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affected by upstream reservoirs, upstream or downstream influences from private land, or juniper 
nonfunctioning condition or functioning at risk with a downward trend duc to historic or current 
livestock management practices would continue to downcut to a hard layer as a result of the 
continuation of hydraulic processes, regardless of proposed grazing practices. These stream 
reaches would improve in condition once hydraulic processes establish a new floodplain at the 
entrenched clevation. The time frame for improvement with dissipatx o of the energy within the 
stream and rebuilding of a floodplain may be in excess of 20 to 50 years. 


Construction of Frog Riparian Fence, East Cottonwood Pasture Fence, West Cottonwood Pasture 
Fence, Kitten Canyon Pasture Fence, an allotment division fence in Rail Canyon Allotment, and 

a pasture fence in Brian Creek Allotment as well as the realignment of existing fences to create 
Rocke Riparian Pasture would provide management units where grazing schedules would be 
implemented in a manner consistent with maintenance and unprovement of mparian resource 
values. Reconstruction or maintenance of exclusion fencing at NG Creek Exclosure, Zotto 
Reservoir, and Pence Spring Reservoir and livestock exclusion fencing at Pole Creek Spring 
would provide protection for the mparian resources and allow for the recovery of vegetation 


Under this Alternative, short-term improvement in forbs and perenmial grass species, including 
Kentucky bluegrass and red top, would occur with limitations set on summer and fall grazing in 
sedges and rushes would occur in the mid-term provided that hot season and unauthorized 
grazing use did not occur. Over the long-term, dominance of late seral sedges and rushes would 
occur as extensive root systems bind stream bank soils. 


The incidence of browsing on young woody species would be reduced, improving the survival of 
birch, and cottorwoods. Where potential exists, multi-aged shrub and deciduous tree 

diversity perpetuating the physical and biotic benefits of long-lived mparian woody species. 
More of the soil profile would be occupied with roots providing more stabilization to the stream 
banks. 


Coarse above-ground growth provided by herbaceous and woody species would provide 
stabilizing stream banks while holding water on site longer and rechargiag the aquifer Sediment 
loads carried by the strearn would be allowed time to settle out, building banks and providing 


‘Current |v estock management practices are limiting mpanan function in Mountain Pasture of Allotment #2. 
North Black Canyon, East Cottonwood Seeding, W est Cottonwood Seeding, Swarnp Creek Seeding, North Studhorse, 
and Lower Pole Creek pastures of Allotment #3, Kutten Canyon Pasture of Ras! Camyon Allotment, Mountain Pasture 
of Bnan Creek Allotmas, Buckbrush Seeding and Mountain pastures of Buckbrush Allotment, and Jumper Springs. 
Indian Creek, Panhandic, and Bully Creek pastures of Willow Basi Allotment. 
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seed-beds for further development of mpanan species. Aquifer recharge. coupled wah stream 
shading provided prumanily by woody species together with overhanging banks, would extend 
stream flow through the year. As a result of the sponge action of functioning mpanan 
communities, the extremes of high spring flow and downstream flooding would be munumuzed, 
communities re-enters the stream channel Stream channel width to depth ratios would be 
reduced as a result of greater binding of the soil profile by woody and herbaccous species roots 
reducing the water surface area subject to solar radiation ans subsequently water temperature 
increase. 


Implementation of grazing schedules would have little effect on the dorminance of western 
juniper in vegetation communities. Western juniper establishment and domunance 1s primarily a 
result of natural succession in the absence of periodic fire and will occur even in healthy upland 
and riparian vegetation communities where » 1s are not saturated. Juniper and sagebrush 
(woody species not associated with saturatea mpanan soils) would decline in dormunance within 
wide lotic mpanan vegetation communities over the long-term as root access to acrated soils is 
limited when aquifers are recharged and maintained. Proposed management actions to 
manipulate vegetation communities, including reduction im the domunance of western juniper in 
nipanan communities, would occur in the South Gregory and Lower Pole Creck pastures of 
Allotment #3 and Juniper Springs, Willow Basin Creek, and Bully Creek pastures of the Willow 
stream bank stability and improve the soil-water balance by allowing for soil stabilization 
through increased dormnance of more mesic herbaceous and woody species. Juniper reduction 
within the upland communitics of these pastures would sumularty unprove the soil-water balance 
by providing opportunity for maintenance of diverse multi-layered vegetation communities 
which include scattered western juniper and limut sediment loads delivered to streams to natural 
levels. Additional projects which limit juniper occurrence in nparian vegetation communit cs of 
the Bully Creek geographic area (identified through the life of the plan using the adaptive 
management process) would sumilarty affect resource values when umplemented. 


herbaceous and shrub species would also contribute to development and maintenance of healthy 
and diverse vegetation communities which would subsequently lumut sediment loads delivered to 
streams to natural levels. 


4.4.1.3 Impacts to Special Status Plants 


The two special status plant species, ochre-flowered buckwheat and Malheur cryptantha, are 
located on diatomaceous ash deposits in the subbasin. The two pastures supporting these two 
species were found deficient for Standards 3 and 5, however, current livestock management 
practices were not determined to be responsible for the deficiencies. Impacts from BLM’s 
livestock grazing management decisions cause no known impacts to these two species duc to the 
from OHV use on the steep, ash soils, but no other impacts have been identified. 


There would be no anticipated impacts to the two plant species from proposed changes in grazing 
practices. Livestock would not utilize the steep slopes where these plants grow under the 
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proposed season of use. No umpacts would occur from the proposed seedig treatment, because 
the habitat supporting the species would not be directly affected, and cresied wheatgrass 
seedlings have not become established on this soil type mm the past 


44.14 Impacts to Aspen 


Aspen vegetation ts located in 20 of the totall09 pastures within the Bully Creek subbasin area. 
Of the 24 pastures where SRH are not being met and current livestock grazing is determined to 
be the primary cause, |0 contain aspen vegetation. The proposed grazing systems would have 
little effect overall on the aspen communities within the Bully Creek subbasin in the short- or 
long-term. The proposed 3,200-acre prescribed fire project in Willow Basin and Bully Creek 
pastures of Willow Basin Allotment would allow moderate short- and long-term benefits to 
techmques for regenerating aspen would provide sufficient protection from big game and 
livestock for young aspen to grow. In the other 18 aspen pastures, a continuing decline in aspen 
health would occur until additional projects, such as prescribed fire, could be planned and 
unplemented through the adaptive management process. These projects would sumilarty benefit 


4.4.2.1 Impacts to Upland Vegetation 


Impacts to vegetation are expected to be similar to Alternative A (Proposed Action) with the 
exception that short-term improvements to vegetative communities may occur at a slightly faster 
rate in those pastures where livestock are excluded. Fourteen of the 36 upland trend studies not 
meeting upland objectives would be expected to move towards meeting objectives in 3 years. 
Impacts as a result of vegetation manipulation projects and project development would be similar 
to Alternative A, although the timing and sequence of specific devc'opment may be somewhat 
different. Impacts to sagebrush and western juniper communities would be slightly greater under 
this alternative dve to the expected increase in wildfire. Impacts to upland vegetative 
communities on private land would increase, in some cases to a high degree duc to the 17,598 
AUM reduction and removal of livestock from 24 pastures in 8 allotments comprising 45 
percent of the public rangelands. Some operators would have to substantially increase grazing 
use on private or leased land for 3 years in order to maintain a viable operation. Impacts resulting 
from this increased use of private land would have adverse impacts to public land located 


downstream, most notably’ ‘ologic impacts. 


4.4.2.2 Impacts to Ripar « \ getation 


Impacts of unpleme n of Alternative B to mpanan vegetation communities would be similar 
to those identified in Alternative A (Proposed Action). Short-term recovery rates would be 
greatest along 57 miles of stream currently functioning at msk with a not apparent trend and along 
35 mules of stream functioning at risk with a downward trend. Along 2! miles of stream non- 
functioning, little short-term improvement would be expected, especially where channels arc 
deeply entrenched. The recovery of these non-functioning npanian reaches would be long-term 
as stated in the analysis for Alternative A. Adherence to grazing schedules would be similar to 
Alternative A for pastures where current livestock management was not leading to the failure to 
meet SRH. Rates of recovery would be similar to Alternative A. Following temporary exclusion 
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of lvestock from the 18 pastures sdentified above, contmucd recovery of mpanan vegetation 
communities would occur at faster rates than Alternatives A and C 


Temporary removal of livestock from 18 pastures m Bully Creck goographic arca m which 
Standard 2 was not met duc to current livestock management practices (Table |) would result in 
an mnproved short-term rate of mparian recovery as compared to Altcrative A. Sumilarty, 
temporary removal of livestock from an additonal 6 pastures m which Standards |, 3, 4 and/or § 
were not met duc to current Ivestock management practices would result m an enproved shor. 


term rate of recovery of mpanan vegetation as compared to Alternative A. 


Ripanan vegetation recovery resulting from proposed projects would be sumular to those 
identified in Ahernative A. Site-specific recovery would be different from Alternative A with 
scheduled livestock exclusion trom 18 pastures contaming mpanan resources The difference 
would be a result of project enplementation pnorntics 


4.4.2.3 Impacts to Special Status Plants 


Two pastures supporting two special status plant species were found to be deficient for Standards 
3 and S, however, current livestock management practices were not determuned to be responsible 
for the deficiencies. Consequently, 3 years of non-use would not be unplemented under thrs 
alternative within the habitat of these species, and effects would be the same as described mm 
Ahernative A (Proposed Action). 


44.24 impacts to Aspen 


Livestock would be excluded for a munimum of 3 years from 24 pastures, 10 of which contain 
aspen stands in poor condition caused by livestock grazing practices. In the Willow Basin and 
Bully Creek pastures, where a 3,200-acre prescribed fire has been proposed, moderate aspen 
regeneration would occur im the short- and long-term. The other 10 rested pastures with aspen, 
would not likely show substantial enprovement m the short- or long-term since other factors 
besides fivestock grazing practices have been identified as causing the aspen to be im poor 
condition. In these aspen pastures Irvestock grazw g would continue and the health of aspen 
likely continue to decline under the new grazing sy tems until additional projects, such as 
prescribed fire, could be planned and unpliemented through the adaptrve management process 
These projects would benefit resource values when mnpleme ted 


44.3 Alternative C (No Action) 
4.4.3.1 Impacts to Upland Vegetation 


Trends and conditions identified in Section 6.0 and Appendix C of the LAMP wouid be expected 
to continue under current management strategies Twenty two of the total 4 upland trend studies 
meeting objectives would remain stable with favorable climatic condmons The remaining |4 
upland trend studies not meeting upland standards and in a degraded conditon, would continuc 
in the same state Negative impacts to these vegetative communities would continue unti! 
adjustrnents would be made to management practices Impacts from vegetation manipulation 
projects would be similar to those im Alternative A (Proposed Acton), but reduced as less 
projects are likely to implemented Impacts from proyect development would be similar to 
Alternative A but may occur in different locations and at different rates 
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44.3.2 impacts to Riparian \ egetation 


Forty eaght miles of lotic mpanan vegetation communities adjacent to perenmal or mmtcrmsticnt 
streams dctermuned to be m proper functioning condstion, 49 mules of mpanan comremmnmtxs 
determined to be m functioning at risk wath an upward trend, and portions of $7 mules of mparun 
communities functioning at msk with a trend noi apparent would contmuc as assessed Thaty five 
mules of mpanan vegetation communities found to he functioning at msk with a downward trend 
and 2! miles of mpanan vegetation commnunmties found 'o de non-functional where brvestock use 
was identified as a factor lemuting attamment of function would also contimuc as assessed 


Raparvn function within stream reaches m 18 pastures not currcntly managed to masmtam or 
mnprove mparian values and where Standard 2 was not met duc to current livestock management 
would cont.aue to fonction at msk or become nonfunctional and would support lrrated 
dormunance of mesic sedges, rushes, shrubs and trees. 


Development of projects would continue to occur with enplementation of custing activity plans 
etd authorizations, as needs would be identified Impacts to mpanan vegetation from 
mnplementing rangeland enprovement projects. inchuding fencing. water development. and 
vegetation manipulation, would be assessed on a project-specific basis as proposals for 
development would be received 


4.4.3.3 Impacts to Special Status Plants 


Habstat for two special status plant species has not been affected by ivestock grazing m the past 
due to th steep topography and soil type «upporting these species. Continuation of current 
lrvestock grazing management would not affect the plants 


4.4.3.4 impacts to Aspen 


Under current management, aspen health would continue to dechne throughout the subbasin 
This decline would occur regardless of elevation, aspect, presence of juniper or Current grazing 
systems. In recent years, three pastures (North Bully Crock, and East and West Crow Crock) were 
closed for 2 to 3 years to aid aspen regeneration Elk and deer browsing was estumnated at 80 
percent of the current year’s aspen leader growth m pastures where no livestock were present 
The Rail Canyon prescribed fire project wes mitted m |999 to begin comprehensive treatment 
of aspen, uplands, forest stands and mpanan arcas m an attempt to stumulate aspen sprouting 
while reducing wildhfe unpacts and controlling Ivestock until aspen regrowth was well- 
established Results will not be known for several years, but an integrated approach to this 
problem is beheved to have the best chance for success for aspen regeneration 


45 WEEDS 


45.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 


The Proposed Acton calls for controlling the proliferation of nowous weeds on an annua! basis 
This 18 expected to slow the spread of established stands of nowous weeds and reduce the 

establishment of new infestations Mechanical. cheimecal. and biological contro! would be done 
mm comphance with the integrated weed management policies and would not be expected to cause 
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adverse unpacts to dewrable resources. improving hab:tat condipons may result in fewer weed 
infestabons, however, this benefit may not be realized on a landscape scale Gurvng the first 10 
years of LAMP umplementaton 


452 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 
impacts of weed management would be surmilar to those sdentified in the Proposed Acton 
Suspended use of Irvestock alone would have very lutle effect on the overall weed populations 
Without intervention, using bertecide treatment and seeding of dewrable. competitive species. 
nowous perenmal and annual weeds would continue to expand in heavily degraded arcas In 
areas where perenmal grasses and shrubs can respond from no grazing pressure. competion 
from the healthser communities may retard new establishments of invading noxous weeds 


45.3 Alternative C (No Action) 
Impacts of weed managernent would be the same as identified under Alternative A (Proposed 
Acton) 


46 FIRE HISTORY AND MANAGEMENT 


46.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 

With the exception of drought years, it 1s expected that there will be adequate fine fuels to carry wildfire 
It 1s expected that average annual wildfire numbers and acreage would continue to fluctuate as in the 
past 


Under the Proposed Achon, prescribed fires would be conducted im areas of the landscape where 
vegetation communities are not meeting resource objectives for diversity, composition, structure, and 
wildlife habitat needs The use of prescnbed fire wou'd increase slightly over current levels Prescnbed 
fire would reduce the amount of burnable fine fuels which, im turn, may slightly reduce the number of 
large wildfires and average annual acres burned 


4.6.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 

The ammount of fine fuels available to carry wildfire would increase in the shor-term duc to no grazing 
on 45 percent (sce Table |) of the landscape. This im turn is expected to increase the nurmber of large 
wildfires and the average annual acres burned The impacts to resources from prescnbed burning under 
this alternative would be the surralar to those descnbed for the Proposed Acton 


4.6.3 Alternative C (No Action) 

Under current management strategyes. additional prescnbed burns have not been proposed. although this 
still remains an option. The Rail Canyon Prescribed Fire, initiated in 1999, would be commpicted in the 
Dext onc to two years. The impacts from any prescribed burns would be the same as described for the 
Proposed Achon 
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4.7 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 


4.7.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 

implementat.on of the Proposed Acnon would improve water quality through increased health of 

uplands and mpanan areas Grazing management strategies, including Comstruction of pasturc 

drvimon fences to create mpanan pastures, developing water sources outsede of mpanan cormdors. 
herding Irvestock, and utihizabon lmuts, particularly in mpanan zones, would increase vegetation 
and soi! stability which contnbute directly to water quality Proposed grazing schedule changes 
lurmuting grazing in Mparian areas during the hot scason and late in the fal! scason (LAMP. 
Appendix C) would increase woody vegetation. creating better shade whoch would lower water 
temperatures. “imited and carty season use of herbaceous npanan vegetation would allow for 
regrowth of the vegetation by mud-surmmer, stabilizing streambanks and rmcreasing the filtering 
of sediments Limited use of mpanan areas would also decrease coliform input and crosion duc 
to hoof achon With the Proposed Achon. water quality would continue to improve towards 
DRFCs mm those areas meeting standards Where water quality 1s lumsted. the Proposed Action 
would allow progress towards meeting the standards and DRF(s 


The hydrologic function and water quality of strearns 1s expected ty umprove over current levels 
mm both the short- and long-term Short-term negative impacts to surface water quality would 
result from proyects outlined mn the LAMP Infiltration rates are likely to decline ummediately 
following prescnibed burns, seedings. and brush controls causing an mcrease in overland flows 
Pror to vegetation regrowth, arcas subjected to hngh intensity storms would contnbute to flashy 
runoff, and crosson and sediment transport would be increased Fence proye.!s would contnbute 
to short-term soul instability that would negatively impact water quality Fences aumed at 
lessening grazing impacts to mpanan areas would increase Npanan vegetation communities 
positively imfluencing water quality and hydrology Over the long-term. vegetation treatments 
would increase dewrable herbaceous, shrub. and tree species which would contnbute to 


Mayor access roads which cross through streams would continuc to negatrvely impact hydrologic 
funchons and water quality Crossings which are not hardened, repeated crossing ports, and 
high frequency access pornts would cause an increase in localized disturbances and downstream 
sediments These impacts are expected to continue under the Proposed Action 


4.7.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 

implementanon of Alternative B would have similar umpacts as the Proposed Action In areas 

where grazing 1s suspended for } years, water quality would be accelerated = The removal of 
livestock would elummnate fecal coliform inputs for 3 years Erowon would decrease duc to the 
lack of sou! disturbances, creating less sediment loading in streams over the short-term Grazing 
impacts on mpanan vegetation would be elumunated over the shor-term allowing the vegetation 
to positively wmnact strearn temperatures and provide bank stability Alternative B would 
continue to improve water quality towards DRFCs in those areas meeting SRH Where water 
quality is lumsted, the Proposed Acton would allow progress towards meeting the SRH and 
DRFCs Shor-term and long-term impacts to water quality as a result of proyects would be 
wrmilar to those m the Proposed Acton 
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4.7.3 Alternative C (No Action) 


The impacts to hydrology and water quality would be similar to those described for Alternative 
A and solutions to resource problems would occur over a longer period of time. The condition of 
streams would continue to degrade in areas not meeting SRH. With continued degradation of 
the streams, the stream reaches with poor water quality would have the potential to negatively 
impact those stream reaches which are currently meeting SRH. Effects from upstream 
pollutants, excessive sediment, and streambank instability would influence the functionality of a 
stream. Erosion and stream instability would also contribute to negative upstream impacts. 


Under this alternative, the level of prescribed fire may be less and result in more frequent and 
widespread wildland fires. This scenario has the potential to impact more acreage, causing 
increases in overland flows, soil erosion, and direct and indirect impacts to water resources and 
water quality. 


Current grazing management has been based upon existing AMPs where riparian objectives were 
established for only 12 of the 65 pastures defined as riparian following FY 1998 assessments. 
Consequently, the current conditions of riparian habitats, and the hydrologic function of streams 
and water quality has degraded in many areas accessible to livestock. 


48 FISHERIES, WILDLIFE, AND SPECIAL STATUS ANIMALS 


Fisheries 


4.8.1.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 


Short-term aquatic habitat conditions 2'ong all streams would show slight to moderate 
improvement due to changes in grazing systems and projects that reduced livestock impacts to 
riparian areas. Early season livestock use and limited hot season grazing would allow riparian 
vegetation to increase. Most fish habitat improvement would be due to increased riparian 
vegetation shading along streams and the stabilization of streambanks. Slight water quality 
improvement would occur as increased upland vegetation and litter reduced silt transport from 
upland areas. Habitat for hatchery rainbow trout would improve in three reservoirs where 
Livestock were excluded due to reduced siltation and fecal material, and increased bank 


vegetation. 
Long-term improvements in fish habitat would be moderate, as woody riparian vegetation grew 
taller and provided more shade than currently exists. Better livestock management in upland 


habitat would provide additional benefits. Increased herbaceous vegetation and litter would 
decrease silt input to streams. 


4.8.1.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 


Livestock grazing would be suspended for 3 years in 18 pastures with ripanan/aquatic habitat, 
many of which have fish-bearing streams. Existing nparian shrubs would grow taller and thicker 
at a faster rate than under the Proposed Action and the additional shade may lower water 
temperatures somewhat more effectively. Additional root growth from woody and herbaccous 
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vegetation would capture more silt and, therefore slightly improve water quality. As Livestock 
would return to these pastures, the new grazing systems would allow aquatic habitat 
improvement to occur at a faster pace than the Proposed Action duc to the improved health of 
riparian plants. Some rested pastures without fish habitat are upstream of fish-bearing segments. 
Resting these upstream pastures would slightly improve upland vegetation, reducing silt delivery 
to riparian areas, and thereby improving fish habitat downstream. Slight improvement to fish 
habitat would occur in the short and long-term due to increased growth of upland and riparian 
vegetation. 


Fisheries would be at risk if silt and ash generated by fires in the watershed entered the inhabited 
streams. There would be a slight increase in the risk of fire due to additional fine fuels 
accumulating during 3 years of suspended use. However, most rested pastures currently are 
deficient in grasses and forbs, and the rest period would only raise the fire risk to that of proper 
functioning pastures. Should a pasture within or upstream of a fish bearing segment burn, there 
would be a short-term decline in fish habitat conditions due to silt and ash entering the system. 


Long-term fish habitat conditions would improve faster due to a faster rate of improvement in 
nparian vegetation in the 18 rested pastures. Slightly improved conditions would occur in stream 
segments downstream of rested pastures due to better functioning conditions upstream. 
Additional fish habitat improvement would occur due to secondary improvements in upland 
habitat as additional accumulation of grasses and forbs reduced erosion. This additional 
accumulation of grasses and forbs could also lead to an increase in the incidence of fire 
decreasing juniper dominance. The eventual regrowth of grasses and forbs following these fires 
could reduce soil erosion into streams and improve the habitat quality for fish. 


4.8.1.3 Alternative C (No Action) 
Fisheries habitat would slightly improve in those stream segments currently at proper functioning 
condition or in upward trend. Current nparian conditions are not satisfactory, and trends are not 
upward in at least one stream segment composed of 33 pastures. Unsatisfactory fish habitat 
conditions would persist in these stream segments in the short and long-term. 


48.2 Wildlife 


4.8.2.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 

Effects to wildlife habitat would occur from changes in grazing seasons of use, projects and 
secondary factors resulting in changes in vegetation. Because of different habitat needs of 
various wildlife species, proposed management actions and projects would benefit some species, 
and be neutral or detrimental to others. Important wildlife habitats were identified in the LAMP 
and included lower elevation winter habitat critical for mule deer and pronghorn, sagebrush- 
steppe and aspen/juniper woodlands used by breeding neotropical migratory birds, and nparian 
areas 


Proposed grazing systems would slightly improving habitat conditions in the short-term by 
increasing annual grasses and forb understory in pastures important to wintering big game 
species. Little long-term improvement would occur in these annual rangelands from livestock 
management practices. Changes in grazing seasons would occur in several pastures where 
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wildlife species. Improved livestock management in riparian areas would result in moderate 
wildlife habitat improvement in the short- and long-terms due to increased woody vegetation and 
longer availability of surface water in some drainages. 


Proposed projects in 13 pastures designed to rehabilitate portions of old crested wheatgrass 
while leaving sufficient sagebrush for wildlife. Proposed fencing would not affect wildlife 
habitat since Bureau fencing standards would be followed. Other construction projects would 
have little effect on wildlife habitat at the time of construction. Where new water projects 
concentrate livestock in areas not previously grazed, a moderate loss of habitat for song birds and 
some small mammals would occur. Mule deer and pronghorn would be able to travel through 
impacted areas and would slightly benefit for additional water sources. 


Proposed projects designed to burn aspen or juniper communities in four pastures would 
decrease habitat needed by mule deer, elk and several songbird species for several years due to 
the loss of structure and cover. Within the short-term there would be recovery o ‘the understory 
sufficient to provide habitat for several wildlife species adapted to grassland habitat, and 
increased forage preferred by elk, mule deer, and pronghorn. Different wildlife species would 
begin using burned areas as shrubs invaded in the mid- to long-term. Over the long-term, 
prescribed fires would improve wildlife habitat by providing a mosaic of habitat conditions for a 
diversity of species. 


4.8.2.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 


Livestock would be removed from 12 pastures deficient in grasses or forbs used by wintering 
pronghorn and mule deer and breeding neotropical migratory birds. Slight to moderate short- 
term improvement in habitat would occur as the vigor of established plants and seed production 
increased. Better nutrition and additional hiding cover would slightly increase reproductive 
success of most wildlife species. Increased seedlings establishment would result in slight, long- 
term habitat improvements that would be perpetuated by new grazing systems. 


Livestock use would be suspended in 18 pastures with riparian vegetation. The faster growth of 
woody vegetation, more residual cover and reduced disturbance would increase big game and 
songbird use of this community in the short-term. Slight improvement would continue into the 
long-term. In two pastures with poor quality bitterbrush or other mountain shrub communities, 
suspended livestock grazing would increase plant vigor and establishment of seedlings. In the 
long-term, the faster initial recovery rate would be perpetuated by improved grazing schedules in 
subsequent years. In two other rested pastures, the aspen community currently affected by 
livestock would not improve due to a high elk population. Elk would likely increase their aspen 
consumption proportionate to the reduction in livestock use during the 3 years of non-use. 


A slight increase in wildfire potential would occur due to the increased amount of fine fuel in all 
24 rested pastures. However, the risk of fire would be similar to that of pastures currently 
meeting grazing standards. Fires in the cight pastures with juniper would decrease the habitat for 
songbirds species requiring more structure while improving conditions for those preferring 
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grasslands. In the long-term, sagebrush would reestablish in burned areas and provide additional 
habitat for other songbird species. Removing juniper vegetation in burned areas would eliminate 
some hiding and thermal cover for deer and elk in the short-term, but would greatly improve 
improvement is expected from 3 years of livestock suspension in eight pastures with juniper. 


Reduced disturbance to wildlife from livestock and ranch management activities would occur in 
all 24 rested pastures. This would result in a slight increase in reproductive success of songbirds 
due to reduced trampling, and the increased residual cover would reduce predation. Other effects 
from the grazing systems established following livestock suspension and the completion of 
proposed projects would be similar to those in the Proposed Action in the short and long-term. 


4.8.2.3 Alternative C ( No Action) 


Continuation of current management strategies would allow unacceptable habitat conditions to 
be perpetuated in 57 pastures in I and M allotments not meeting the minimum standards 
necessary for healthy fisheries, wildlife and native plant species (see Appendix C of the LAMP). 
Currently only 15 pastures have wildlife objectives identified in AMPs. Unsatisfactory 
conditions in 13 low elevation pastures with decadent crested wheatgrass seedings or locked-in 
annual rangeland important to wintering big game would be perpetuated. Mountain shrub 
communities important to wildlife would remain in unsatisfactory condition where the cause 
was the current grazing season of use. Kiparian areas currently not properly functioning or in 
upward trend would not provide potential habitat for wildlife. Juniper coverage in pastures with 
proposed prescribed fires would not be burned allowing young junipers to encroach into 
sagebrush, aspen and riparian communities, adversely affecting wildlife species intolerant of 
increased structure. 


4.8.3 Special Status Animals 


4.8.3.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 


Special status species include riparian/aquatic (Northern bald eagle, Columbia spotted frog, and 
redband trout) and upland (Western sage grouse and Northem goshawk) species. Effects on 
special status wildlife and fish dependent on riparian/aquatic habitat would be similar to the 
effects on fisheries and wildlife in both the short- and long-term. The proposed grazing systems 
and projects would improve npanan and upland vegetation, increasing the quality of water 
running off the watershed and stability of stream flows. Improved water quality and quantities 
would provide slight to moderate improvements in habitat for spotted frogs, redband trout and 
bald eagles in the short-term and moderate improvement in the long-term. 


Sage grouse on ieks would benefit moderately where Livestock are not allowed in pastures until 
after the courtship period. Sage grouse nesting habitat would benefit moderately by the new 
grazing systems that maintained 7-9 inches of herbaceous cover within 2 miles of leks. Proposed 
prescribed fires would remove encroaching juniper trees from nesting and brood rearing habitat 
in three treated pastures providing slight short-term and moderate long-term benefits within these 
pastures. Slight to no adverse impacts would occur to sage grouse winter habitat where 
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sagebrush was killed in old seedings or where annual rangeland was reseeded. These projects 
would affect only a smal! percentage of available sagebrush habitat. 


48.3.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 


Effects of Alternative B upon habitat important to upland and riparian special status species 
generally would be similar to other wildlife. A partial exception would be effects on sage grouse. 
Three years of non-use in 6 rested pastures within 2 miles of sage grouse Icks would rapidly 
increase the vigor of existing grasses and forbs improving the protection of grouse nests from 
predation. In 3 pastures with proposed prescribed fire projects and 3 other pastures without 
proposed burning the 3 years of non-use would increase the fire potential. Fires in these six 
pastures would reduce juniper encroachment and provide slight to moderate habitat improvement 
for sage grouse. Improved habitat conditions for Western sage grouse would increase 
reproductive success and slightly reduce the need for listing this species under the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA). 


4.8.3.3 Alternative C (No Action) 


Implementation of the No Action Alternative would maintain current habitat conditions for 
special status species. Species dependent on riparian and aquatic habitats would continue to 
benefit from improvements in the 12 pastures with nparian objectives and in the other pastures 
with riparian vegetation in functioning condition or in upward trend. Riparian areas in 
unsatisfactory condition or in a downward trend would continue to not meet special status 
species needs. Sage grouse nesting and brood rearing habitat would continue to deteriorate in all 
pastures with juniper. Grazing systems in pastures with sage grouse Icks impacted by carly 
spring grazing and nesting habitat with insufficient heroaceous understory would continue to 
negatively impact grouse habitat. 


4.9 RANGELAND/GRAZING USE 


4.9.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 


The Proposed Action recommends changes to existing grazing schedules which would be 
implemented beginning in FY2000. This program would continue to provide for a sustained 
level of livestock grazing consistent with other resource objectives and public land use 
allocations. These grazing schedules, which incorporate season-of-use modifications, utilization 
levels, duration of use, and distribution, all address specific resource concerns, including on- 
going recreation activities, special management areas, and access. The focus of the grazing 
program would be to improve or maintain resource conditions related to watershed functions in 
the uplands and riparian areas, ecological processes, and for native, threatened and endangered, 
and locally important species. 


There would be no immediate reductions in active grazing use, although more stringent 
utilization limits may in some cases require early removal of livestock from public rangelands. 
There would be short-term negative impacts to some permittees from implementing prescribed 
fire which requires, at a minimum, two growing seasons of rest to ensure vegetation recovery. In 
the long-term, permittees would benefit due to increased and improved forage conditions. 
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4.9.2 


4.9.3 


Permittees would see slight increases in operation and labor costs due to the increased herding 


Alternative B (Suspended Use) 

Under this alternative, grazing use would decrease by 17,598 AUMs representing 45 percent of 
the landscape area. Loss of AUMs are shown by allotment in Table |. It is expected that some 
current grazing operations would not be viable under this alternative. Impacts to operators would 
depend on the rate of recovery of the vegetation communities within the pasture(s) as they relate 
to meeting SRH or LAMP objectives and the amount of suspended AUMs. Short-term and 'ong- 
term impacts due to wildland and prescribed fire would be similar to the Proposed Action, but 
would slightly increase due to the expected increase in number and size of wildfire. 


Alternative C (No Action) 

There would be no immediate impact to permittees in the short-term. In the long-term, 
adjustments would be made to individual permits and grazing schedules in order to meet resource 
objectives and SRH. These adjustments could include reductions in active AUMs or changes in 
season of use. Prescribed fire may not be as aggressive as under the Proposed Action and 
permittees may not experience as many short-term suspensions of grazing use in burned areas. 
Although short-term direct impacts to continuous livestock grazing may be minimal, long-term 
impacts would be realized due to continued declines in forage conditions. 


4.10 RECREATION AND VISUAL RESOURCES 


4.10.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 


The development of 19 miles of livestock fences would have an insignificant impact on dispersed 
recreation activities such as hunting, hiking and wildlife observation. The additional fence 
placement in areas open to off-highway vehicle use would result in an insignificant hindrance to 
recreation use. 


Various prescribed burns or other vegetation manipulation projects would cause short-term site- 
specific decreases in certain dispersed recreation activities such as big game hunting. With 
prescribed burns occurring throughout much of the life of the plan, such site-specific impacts 
would be long-term, but with individual burn sites affected only short-term. Improved riparian 
and upland native habitats, and increased wildlife forage would slightly enhance hunting and 
wildlife viewing opportunities in the long-term. The loss of habitat biodiversity caused by newly 
established seedings would create site-specific short- and long-term adverse impacts on some 
wildlife viewing and hunting opportunities, but would be insignificant within the landscape area 
as a whole. The limited number of management actions improving aspen health and recovery 
would result in a long-term degradation in the level of quality recreation experiences for some 
activities (¢.g., hunting, wildlife vicwing, and dispersed camping) which rely on such settings. 


Most management actions would meet visual resource management (VRM) objectives within 
either VRM III or IV classified areas. Cumulatively, construction of new rangeland facilities 
would result in relatively small visual changes to the landscape. 
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Fire blackened areas would have a short-term, temporary adverse visual impact tu affected 
settings until desired vegetation is re-established. New areas of crested wheatgrass seedings and 
brush beating actions would meet only VRM class IV menagement objectives. Tree stumps 
remaining from juniper cutting would create a long-term change in visual setting, yet meet VRM 
Class IV objectives. Juniper stumps would meet VRM Class Ill objectives where juniper cutting 
or other woody vegetation projects ave kept small in size, dead vegetation is substantially 
eliminated on-site, where projects are spatially separated from each other, and located in a 
mosaic pattern in relation to topography and other natural! features. Visual quality would be 


4.10.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 


Impacts to dispersed recreation use opportunities would be similar to the Proposed Action. In 
pastures where livestock use is suspended, the quality of a recreation expenence would be 
enhanced for recreationists who prefer to avoid livestock. Within riparian areas and aspen groves 
with suspended livestock use, certain recreation opportunities (¢.g., hunting, wildlife viewing, 
and camping) would be enhanced at a faster rate. 


Impacts to visual resources would be as described under the Proposed Action. Additionally, 
suspended livestock use would allow for accelerated enhancement of scenic quality in affected 
areas, particularly within riparian corndors and aspen groves. Overall, visual enhancements 
within the landscape area would occur at a more accelerated rate under this alternative. 


4.10.3 Alternative C (No Use) 


Dispersed recreation uses and opportunities would remain available, but limited compared to 
Alternatives A and B. Under this alternative, enhancement of recreation uses and opportunities 
would take the greatest period of time, if accomplished at all. Where livestock uses are presently 
adversely affecting recreation, iraprovement would be delayed until individual allotment 
management plans are updated. Any enhancement of recreation opportunities would occur in a 
more sporadic manner than under Alternatives A and B with no continuity or connectiveness 
within the landscape area. Wherever dispersed recreation-dependent resource conditions 
deteriorated, there would be a gradual short- to mid- term decline in the quality of dispersed 
recreation uses and opportunities. 


Under this alternative, the enhancement of visual quality would occur the slowest rate compared 
to Alternatives A and B. Improvement of visual quality at visually sensitive locations, such as 
riparian areas, would occur sporadically and would take longer. The extent of vegetative 
manipulation and prescribed fire would be the least under this alternative, with associated visual 
impacts from these actions being less evident through time. 


4.11 SPECIAL MANAGEMENT AREAS - WILDERNESS STUDY AREAS, 


ACEC/RNAS, WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS 


4.11.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 


The Proposed Action is not expected to have any additional impacts to the Beaver Dam Creek 
WSA or the two proposed ACEC/RNAs beyond those under current management strategies. If 
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the WSA is designated, the primary and secondary wilderness values would be preserved and 
protected (see Section VI of the LAMP). Currently, four grazing allotments lie within the WSA; 
livestock grazing would be allowed to continue. Maintenance of existing rangeland 
improvement projects would still occur. At this time, two additional fences have been proposed 
within the WSA. The Proposed Action would continue to improve habitat conditions for wildlife 
species. 

No impacts would be anticipated to two ACEC/RNAs proposed for designation in the Draft 
SEORMP. Proposed projects in the area would be evaluated for impacts to relevant and 
important values and would be permitted where those values would be maintained or enhanced. 
The grazing system proposed for these pastures would continue to maintain. “he excellent 
vegetative conditions found in the area. 


4.11.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 
For the Beaver Dam WSA and South Fork Indian Creek study stream, the impacts and 
management requirements would be the same as described under Alternative A (Proposed 
Action). The analysis of the two ACEC/RNAs proposed for designation in the Draft SEORMP 
would also be the same as Alternative A (Proposed Action). No reduction in grazing use for 3 
years would occur in these pastures because both pastures met standards for rangeland health. 


4.11.3 Alternative C (No Action) 
For the Beaver Dam WSA and South Fork Indian Creek study stream, the impacts and 
management requirements would be the same as described under the Proposed Action. The 
analysis of the two ACEC/RNAs proposed for designation in the Draft SEORMP would also be 
the same as Alternative A (Proposed Action). 


4.12 SOCIO-ECONOMIC VALUES 


4.12.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 
Under the Proposed Action, there would be little to no expected change in the socio-economic 
values within the landscape area. All land use activities would occur as in the past. The major 
impact of this alternative would be changes in grazing schedules in pastures where grazing was 
determined to be the primary cause for not meeting SRH or other resources values of concern. 
This alternative could result in small decreases in local economic activity, employment, and 
income generated by BLM managed resources. Minor impacts of short-term duration may affect 
recreational activities, wildlife and livestock grazing operations during penods of prescribed 
burns, or rangeland rehabilitation projects. This alternative is not expected to adversely impact 
recreational activities or visual resource values. 


4.12.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 
Under this alternative, the expected economic impact would be substantial to those permittees 
aftected by the suspension of use in all pastures where SRH were noi being met, and current 
livestock grazing was determined to be the primary cause. Livestock operators would be required 
to run fewer numbers on public land or to move livestock to other pastures or private land once 
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utilization levels or the pasture objectives have been met. The suspension of use would affect 45 
percent of the landscape area and 12 operators. The resumption of livestock grazing in those 
pastures would only be permitted where there was a reasonable expectation that grazing could 
occur without setbacks to the recovery of the ecosystem. 


Under this alternative, some livestock operators could go out of business. Recreational use may 
increase in those pastures where livestock grazing has been removed, and the hzbitat improves 
to improve in areas where habitat conditions are currently not functioning property. 


Where prescribed burns have been proposed, the short-term impacts to visual resources due to 
the blackened nature of the landscape would be minimal. Prescribed fire would be conducted to 
minimize the impacts to all resources in both the short- and long-term, and appropriate mitigation 
measures would be taken to protect resources while achieving the desired goals and objectives of 
the burn. 


4.12.3 Alternative C (No Action) 


Under this alternative, there would be little to no change in the socio-economic values within the 
landscape area. Long-term impacts to the livestock industry would occur as a result of the steady 
downward trend of upland and mpanan vegetation. Also, increasing juniper may result in forage 
losses for livestock and a possible reduction in livestock numbers and grazing duration. This 
habitat decline would also have a negative effect on the recreational and visual resource values of 
the area. The impacts from prescribed burns would be the same as Alternative A. 


4.13 CULTURAL RESOURCES 


4.13.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 


Rock art, rock shelters and structures, habitation sites around springs, small camps at stream-side 
meadows and on alluvial deposits, quarnes, transportation corndors, and the remains of 
homesteads, stage and telegraph stations comprise the types of pre-histonc and histonc cultural 
sites found scattered across the landscape areca. 


The management proposed for mparian areas to improve water quality and aquatic habitat while 
reducing soil erosion would benefit cultural resources. Establishing npanan buffer zones and 
restncting livestock grazing along streams would also maintain cultural site conditions. 
Livestock congregation and trampling around streambanks and spmngs has the potential to 
adversely impact cultural resources, however, the Proposed Action addresses this concern by 
improved grazing systems, changes in livestock distribution by constructing pasture division 


Prescribed burns and wildland fires of low intensity would have little to no effect on prehistoric 
lithic scatter sites, unless heavy equipment is used to blade fire lines. Conversely, high intensity 
fires c. > adversely effect these sites when extreme heat damages toolstone and debitage as well 
as histonc buildings that might be present. 
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Cultural Resource surveys would be conducted to locate any unknown resources, and potential 
impacts would be mitigated by avoidance, pnor to surface disturbance. 


4.13.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 
The impacts from this alternative and mitigation measures are expected to be similar as for the 
Proposed Action. There may be a temporary reduction in impacts to cultural resources from 
livestock grazing and congregation in those arcas where use 1s suspended. There would be less 
impacts to cultural resources because of the increased vegetation growth and cover, which would 
decrease the visibility of prehistoric and histonc sites. Increasing vegetation cover would also 
benefit cultural reso .rces by decreasing the effects of soil and wind erosion and other site 
deformation processes. 


Prescribed burns and wildland fires of low intensity would have little to no effect on prehistoric 
lithic scatter sites, unless heavy equipment is used to blade fire lines. Conversely, high intensity 
fires can adversely effect these sites when extreme heat damages toolstone and debitage as well 
as histonc buildings that mmght be present. 


As with the Proposed Action, prior to project construction, surveys for cultural resources would 
be conducted to locate any unknown resources and potential impacts would be mitigated for by 
avoidance. 


4.13.3 Alternative C (No Action) 
The impacts to cultural resources under this alternative would continue as at preseat. As with the 
Proposed Action, prior to project construction, surveys for cultural resources would be conducted 
to locate any unknown resources and potential impacts would be mitigated for by avoidance. 


4.14 PALEONTOLOGY 


4.14.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 
No systematic paleontological inventones have been conducted within the Bully Creek 
Landscape Area for fossil flora and fauna. Prior to any project construction, surveys for fossil 
resources would be conducted to !ocate any unknown resources and potential impacts would be 
mitigated for 


4.14.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 
Same as Alternative A (Proposed Action). 


4.14.3 Alternative C (No Action) 
Same as Alternative A (Proposed Action). 


4.15 ACCESS 


4.15.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 
The acquisition of non-exclusive casements for those portions of 553, Gregory, Pole Creek and 
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Spring Roads which have been identified, would afford BLM and its censees and permutiees 
access to the public land served by these roads. This would ensure adequate admunistrative access 
for the effective admunistration of the land 


The acquisition of exclusive easements on these road segments would allow the public to use 
them. However, the public may not be able to legally reach these segments because BLM holds 
only non-exclusive casements on portions of roads in the LAMP area. 


If one or more of these roads is claimed as a public road by Malheur County through the 
assertion of rights under Revised Statute 2477, or by some other means, full and free access 
would be enjoyed by members of the public. BLM has no contro! over the County's decision to 
make claims as to the public nature of roads within its boundaries. However, the likelihood of 
the occurrence of such claims should be a factor in BLM's decision as to whether to acquire a 
parncular access casement. 


4.15.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 
Same as Alternative A (Proposed Action). 


4.15.3 Alternative C (No Action) 
Same as Alternative A (Proposed Action). 


4.16 CUMULA;:TVE IMPACTS 


4.16.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 
During data analysis for the landscape area, the effects of historic and current uses were assessed 
and taken into consideration in developing management recommendations which would lead to 
reasonable time frames for habitat improvements. The management prescnptons for the LAMP 
are consistent with the intent and direction described in the Draft SEORMP EIS, which is 
designed to enhance natura! values and preserve options for future management 


The Proposed Action forecasts the need to engage vanous activities dunng implementation of the 
LAMP. Because the exact location, timing and duration of future (beyond FY 1999) activities is 
unknown at this time, the need to implement any activities would be assessed to ensure they are 
within the scope of the LAMP, and do not exceed thresholds (cumulative impacts) for 
disturbances as described in the Draft SEORMPEIS (USDI/BLM 1998b). Activities would be 
pnontized based on the analysis completed for the Subbasin Review (USDIU BLM | 99%a), as 
amended (considernng current data and management direction) This would be done through the 
Admunistrative Determination process, which evaluates the requirement for additional 
environmental analysis. 


Under the Proposed Action, livestock grazing would continue at current levels, however, grazing 
schedules, utilization rates, duration of use, and other actons such as nding and fencing to 
unprove livestock distnbuton would move resources towards meeting the standards for 
rangeland health and desired range of future conditioas There are no proposals to construct 
recreation facilities or new roads, it 1s expected that maintenance of existing projects (reservours, 
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cattleguards, fences. water developments, roads. cic ) would continue as in the past without 
causing any addition umpacts to the landscape area. The use of prescribed fire is cxpecied to 
mecrease over past and current levels Future muncrals exploration and development 1s expected 
to remain unchanged over past and present levels Wildlife populanons are expected to nse over 
current sumbers, corresponding with habitat unprovernent The effects of increasing numbers of 
big game may be positive (im terms of recreation opportunites) and negative (contnbuting to 
vegetation, soul, water quality degradanon) Recreaton activites (hunting. fishing. sightseeing) 
are expected to increase over past and present levels 


Private land ad;omuing public land within the landscape area are currently being grazed or are 
under agncultural production (alfalfa, wheat) Livestock grazing (feeding) occurs on private land 
dunng the winter, and permuttees rely on public land for forage during the spnng. summer and 
fall. There 1s no change expected in the future under this alternative No other developments or 


4.16.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 


If vestock use 1s suspended, this would represent a change in past and present grazing activites 
within the landscape area It would be difficult to assess the magnitude of future umpacts, with a 
41 percent reduction in livestock AUMs, occurring in § of the |2 I and M allotments, this may 
have an impact on the local and county economy Although livestock grazing would be stil! be 
permutted in certamn pastures, and grazing may be resumed in those suspended from use once 
resource conditions begin to improve, this may potentially put as many as |2 operators out of 
business 


Resource conditions are expected to show improvement in the short-term This would result in 
an overall umprovernent of souls, vegetation, water quality, and dependent wildlife species 
Increases in wildhfe populations may result in more hunting opportunites, and may cause 
additional pressure on resources (particularly npanan wetland areas), both from tig garne and the 
public. 


4.16.3 Alternative C (No Action) 
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As with the Proposed Acton, management prescniptons under this al’ernative would be 
consistent with the intent and direction described im the Draft SEORMP EIS, which 1s designed 
to enhance natural values and preserve optons for future management Under current 
management practices, livestock grazing has been identified as the cause of resource problems in 
8 of the 12 I and M allotments (or 45 percent of grazed public land in the landscape area) 
Although this 1s an improvement over histonc management, implementing changes within these 
8 allotments 1s required by FY2000 The likelihood that those grazing schedules developed for 
the Proposed Action would be adopted under this alternative 1s unknown Those schedules. in 
part. depended on taking a landscape look at al! allotments, including private land Permuttces 
may or may not be willing to incorporate other options (i ¢ , grazing private land with public 
land, running livestock in common with other permittees, using other pastures in different 
allotments) into them current grazing operations This alternative keeps alive the prece-mea! 
approach to resource management, and docs not adequately address curnulative impacts to al! 
achons 


‘é 


There are no changes expected for minerals exploranon and development, recreation, and access 
needs. Prescribed fire may not be as aggressive as with the Proposed Achon, since burning often 
takes coordination among adjoming landowners to achneve effective results. Wildlife 
populations are expected to increase, although big game may . ~ be as wide-spread as under 
Alternatives A and B. There are no short-term impacts expe ted o the local economy, long-term 
umpacts may be static or even down due to an imability to coo: u.nate habitat recovery actions 


across the landscape arca 


4.17 UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE EFFECTS 


mitgaton The effects from proposed proyect ump'ementation would be srmilar for ai! 3 
alternatives sence the same proyects would be constructed in al! 3 alternatives The time in which 
the effects would occur 15 the only difference between the 3 alternatives If Alternative A were 
approved, proyect work could begin as soon as the fail of 1999 and proceed annually based on the 
availability of funding Alternative B would evaluate the resource needs after a minimum of 3 
years, so proposed proyect work would not occur until the fall of 2002. Alternative C would 
implement proyect work at a slower rate annually and take a longer time to compicte the 
proposed project list Unavondable adverse umpacts would include 


1) Locahzed trampling of sor! around newly developed water sources 


2) Localized wiidhfe monality associated with collisions or entanglement in |9 miles of new 
fence Fence constructon would follow BLM gusdelines designed to facilitate the movement of 


wildlife through fencing but some mortality would stl! uccur 
3) Erosson from climatic events following planned prescnbed burns 


4) Many incised stream reaches currently m nonfunctonal condimon or functoning at nsk with a 
downward trend would continue to downcut to a hard layer as a result of the continuation 
of hydrologic processes. regardiess of the alternative selected ( orresponding!y . those 
upland and mpanan pastures thal are curtently nonfunctonal with a downward trend nsk 
passing the threshold where the) -an no longer be returned to a productive state 


4.18 RELATIONSHIP OF SHORT-TERM USES AND LONG-TERM 


PRODUCTIVITY 


The Salance (trade-offs) between shon-term uses and long term praductiy ity 1s discussed below 
for each Alternatrve 


4.18.1 Alternative A (Proposed Action) 


The dormant land use throughout the landscape area 1s livestock gramng. whch occurs on al! 
but 2.200 of the 269.000-acre public land base The recommendations and monmtonng as 
described in the LAMP are desgned to actheve the identified goals and obyectry es to empros ¢ oF 


Bully Creek LAMP Leviroemeatal Acsceement No OR 4. 99-616 wo 


/}e 


mammtain ecosystem funcbon, ensurmng the landscape area moves towards the dewured range of 


In the short-term (within 10 years). the proposed achon would generally reduce dormnance by 
woody species and increase mosaics of diverse structures of multupie-aged shrubs. forbs. and 
perenma! grasses in the upland commun:tes with the use of prescrnbed fire In mpanan areas. the 
dormmnance of woody species would be increased creating a diverse structures of multiple-aged 
shrubs, forbs. and perenmal grasses This would result in greater productivity. and umproved 
natural funcnons and watershed stability in both vegetabon communes Shrub rewtr uductbon 
into burned sites would maintain drversity a: a moderate scale, especially within habrtat of 
sagedrush-dcependent wildlife spemes The objectives of mamtaming or improving ecosystem 
funchon so that resource values would move towards DRFC would continue at a slower rate than 
Alternatives B but faster than Alternative C 


In the long-term (20 years plus). vigor and health of vegetation communites, which includes 
maimtenance of sou stability and energy. nutnent, and water cycling. would > > umproved across 
the landscape Water quality. vegetation. sors and dependent fish and wiidlife speces would all 
benefit from the proposed acbon 


4.18.2 Alternative B (Suspended Use) 


Under this alternative, the expected econormc impact would be substantial to those | 2 permutiees 
affected by the suspension of use mm 24 pastures where SRH were not berg met. and current 
livestock grazing was determined to be the pmmary cause Livestock operators would be required 
to run fewer numbers on public land or to move livestock to other pastures or pnvate land once 
ubhzahon levels or the pasture obyectives have been me: The suspension of use would affect 4 
percent of the landscape area (266,579 acres) and 4! percent (120,37!) of the AUMs available to 
be leased Some of the |2 livestock operators could go out of business Concentrating livestock 
on private lands could heighten the umpact to resources, including Npanan resources. which in 
turn would affect adjounmg land The resurmpnon of livestock grazing in those pastures would 
only be permutted where there was a reasonable expectation that grammy could occur without 
setbacks to the recovery of the ecosystem Proposed grazing schedules developed fur Alternative 
A would wkely be used with this Alternative 


In the short-term (within |0 years), Alternative B would have the same positive impacts to the 
vegetaton commun:tes as Alternative A but occur at a faster rate In the upland communines. 
there would generally be a reduction in the dormnance of woody speces and increase mosaics of 
diverse structures of mulnple-aged shrubs. forbs. and perenmial grasses with the increased use of 
prescrnbed fire In mpanan areas. the dormnance of woody sprees would be increased creating a 
diverse structures of muitiple-aged shrubs. forbs. and perenmial grasses This would result in 
greater productivity, and umproved natural funcnons and watershed stability in Soth v egetabon 
communes Shrub rewtroduchon into burned wtes would maintain drverwty at a moderate 
scale. especially within habitat of sagebrush-dependent wildlife species The objectives of 
maiMtarming OF improving ecosystern functon so that resource values would move tow ards 
DRFC would connaue at the fastest rate of the } Alternatives 
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Recreational use may increase in those pastures where livestock grazing has been removed and 
the habitat «mproves for hunting, fishing and other recreational opportunities. Visual resource 
values are also expected to improve in areas where habitat conditions are currently not 
functioning properly. Where prescribed burns have been proposed, the short-term impacts to 
visual resources due to the blackened nature of the landscape would be minimal. Prescribed fire 
would be conducted to minimize the impacts to all resources in both the short- and long-term, 
and appropriate mitigation measures would be taken to protect resources while achieving the 
desired goals and objectives of the burn. 


In the long-term (20 years plus), vigor and health of vegetation communities, which includes 
maintenance of soil stability and energy, nutrient, and water cycling, would be improved across 
the landscape. Water quality, vegetation, soils and dependent fish and wildlife species would all 
benefit from Alternative B. 


4.18.3 Alternative C (No Action) 


Short-term (within 10 years) use of the area would continue with current activities such as 
grazing, recreation, and wildlife proceeding at present levels. Revisions of 8 allotment grazing 
schedules by the end of FY2000 would be required to comply with SRH. Proposed grazing 
schedules developed for Alternative A would likely be used with this Alternative. The objectives 
of maintaining or improving ecosystem function so that resource values would move towards 
DRFC would continue at a slower rate than Alternatives A and B. 


Long-term (20 years) vigor and health of vegetation communities, which includes maintenance 
of soil stability and energy, nutrient, and water cycling, would still be the goal across the 
landscape. The rate at which this might be achieved is the slowest of the 3 alternatives. 


4.19 IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF 


RESOURCES 


Irreversible commitments of resources are those that cannot be reversed, except perhaps in the 
extreme long-term. Many incised stream reaches currently in nonfunctional condition or 
functioning at risk with a downward trend would continue to downcut to a hard layer as a result 
of the continuation of hydro- logic processes, regardless of the alternative selected. This would 
be an irreversible loss of soils in those incised stream stretches. Correspondingly, those upland 
and riparian pastures that are currently non- functional with a downward trend risk passing the 
threshold where they can no longer be returned to a productive state. The rate of recovery for 
these vegetation communities would be the fastest under Alternative B (Suspended Use) 
followed by Alternative A (Proposed Action) and Alternative C (No Action). 


All three alternatives would require that a cultural clearance be completed prior to project 
implementation. The possibility still remains that cultural resources could be damaged or 


destroyed during project implementation which would be an irreversible loss of the resource 
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There were no other irreversible commitments of resources identified with any of the 3 
alternatives. 


Irretrievable commitments of resources are those that are lost for a penod of time. In analyzing 
the 3 Alternatives, all would have irretrievable commitments of resources. The gap between 
those pastures in poor condition not meeting one or more of the 5 SRH and their potential 
productivity is an ongoing irretrievable loss. Alternative C (No Action) would have the greater 
likelihood of irretrievable commitment of resources due to the longer timeframe involved with 
implementing the changes needed to improve resource values. 


4.20 SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 


A summary of environmental effects is contained in Appendix | of this document. 


5. List of Preparers 


Bob Alward - Recreation, Wild and Scenic Rivers, Wilderness Study Areas 
Al Bammann - Wildlife, T and E Animals, Vegetation 

Cynthia Tait - Fisheries, T and E Animals 

Jean Findley - Botany, Vegetation, T and E Plants, ACECs/RNAs 
Lynne Silva - Weeds 

Shaney Rockefeller - Hydrology, Soils, Riparian/Wetland Areas, editor 
Ron Rembowski - Range Management 

Steve Christensen - Range Management, Vegetation 

Randy Eyre - Range Management, Vegetation 

Jon Freeman - Lands, Realty 

Bill Holsheimer - Geology, Minerals 

Diane Pritchard - Cultural Resource Management, socic-economic, editor 
Tom Dabbs- Editor 

Barb Masinton - Team Leader 


6. List of Agencies and Persons Consulted 


Public involvement was an ongoing process which occurred prior to and during LAMP 
development. During scheduled public scoping meetings, public informational meetings, and 
during public review of the Draft LAMP, the public was provided a platform to address their 
concerns and comments on resource issues, management objectives and recommendations. 


Responsible participants and their level of involvement in this LAMP was determined by land 
ownership and the position and pattern of property within the landscape area. More than | 20 
individuals were involved with the development of the LAMP. Alist of participants is on file at 
the BLM Vale District Office. This included: 


~ Malheur County Soil and Water Conservation District 
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- Malheur-Owyhee Watershed Council, Bully Creek Watershed Coalition 

- Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 

- Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) 

- Envi ' eo 

- Livestock operators and other willing private landowners having interests within this landscape 
area. 
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ALTERNATIVE A - PROPOSED ACTION 


ALTERNATIVE C . §O ACTION 
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ALTERNATIVE 8 - SUSPENDED USE 


ALTERNATIVE C - NO ACTION 
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Funding of No Significant impecs 


On the basis of the informanon conta:ned mm thus Environmental! 4 «sessment (OR 1) 30-99- 
19) and all other nformanon available, 1s my determunanon that none of the 
alternatives conststutes a major federal acbon sigmficantly affecting the quality of the 
burnan environment and that an Environmental impact Staternent 1s not required 


Authonzed Officer Date 
Field Manager. Malheur Resource Arca 


